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heretic e to thf handling of a . s matter ‘■■■Vi 

«, «».*<» «»*«'«•» «<w »» »m ^««* **«•« ^ 

are set out iersma/tf tfte dr| inquencies j bota ->.a 
recommendations for aa>niniatrai*ue action. 



flfr.Tir qffiitCISS TIE H OUSTON AvISIaJL 

frnck of o q are sA iiL£—3M .Rerjui , . ;■ > Ah 




Santo iana. He 



aid not’ indicate ^<^ ^ney vould zessil., contain conce run 
lack of manpower; but n UiaM *** 

would have antic- t±s. : tALs,. anA-imt ' - Jk&Ji.L - . b6 

g/J \^r: ei naming a\ progress report to the Ac.: A 

m i c cn to in ~ K- es mate of $S6 dags + •'■ co % ; ,t, ^ tn^et,jo- 

ticn. He should n a nave s.om any rep ■ to J* e ~yf , ^ 

contained administrative detail. SAC -ana , a f^ a l - ~ u -“ 

this matter with the director while m Hash ingto . t ^^ ar ^ ent 

fh,s -Wvesiigat'ive' yuUtenc* .a s ufat»;n -^ £ 

guished from prosecutive gu idajpce, on tHe Alfa • .f : ’ r ■ ■"W 



fKLIXCUMC^zS:.^ .Am*- 
-hereto 



*■> •' yfr / 



' failure H o L iye_^i^_JMLtL? f P^ C .S.?S.., SJ£%L“ 



,-i . fhe bri^/’ prtjr>etta. rex p j? t ewh xcji &~ r e~ c ei U £ u-. s n QAJJl-. _ ■ 

icatel" that , r$ c . g * 

i ip . . ". ' : 1 - "T " -ftlMlPE , ^ _ ai ,a»1s e% r* e* es q nn*f i h ^ i/lf, 710 IjLSC* 
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i/rl Glavin\(o^) s ^ AVjy^ 

jk># ^ 





and ordered Sous ton not to put a ee cond aooountant on the _cgs_f_ 
Tr*~ tke " office hadi riteridedl Theuse of the second accountant 
waedenie d because of otter accounting work on hand , of equal 
importance, needing attention and the belief of the Investigative 
Division that nonaooountants could adequately handle instant case • 
Seat of Government Supervisor \ \ inha 1 **** r °f*y 7 ... 

to Houston issued detailed instructions s }for the handling of this 
caset however, Houston did not put sufficient manpower on the 
case and the Seat ofaovernment . fluner p .lej Y did n o t fo il . oyup . 
Mii ffiaitnilul -After ffup*ru<3or l 1 Sri it Chief Earley confer 

toith SAOSOntoiana at the Seat of Government concerning this 
«ai<. thev should have written a memoran^ s conc ernin g thesame* 

In conference vffittSAC they enouid have\giW nspecific instructions, 
as to the case . This was n ot ~d one Z as sis* ant i>jrectp_r bps en and 
Humber One Man Vinterrowd shoul d have tnterviej fet SA Q ^ Santoia na^ 
aSo wt ±his~oase wriile~hewai\ere, . JhM fh*-.™** tXLffJ^jeA^i 
wrjttng to the Depart me n l_c o no erriipg^tli i i~CP&i_and J h e fpqt^J ^t 
avDoremtlv SI I I had talk ed too much. goM uj), fP.ot..that m 

earlier o r e g re * a _ t t po r ♦« ha d free* ep£^ed *To qn 

neatsb TrlO. 19S3 ^-hu thelrivee tigriTi biZPivi s t QJLjg nd . Jhe rpafi*r^ 
aKouJ^TTutvebeen brought totKe i^reo^gjEZl^A^ttZLfeiftA*. — Th e re is . 
nTTv^mc ruj. ftor prcgr.j* r*j,°rt, ,houl i « 



disseminatedi ftoweper 



are notto be dieeeninattd^. 



Houston • Hon-veteran • 



1, £4(jOI > Houston • Jfon-i 

d prototipn because he e xhibited_ji report c o ntaii 
e au administrative detail to th e did not_tdke_an 

i receive attitude in this. cats, agjiJAflaia g . J> n StlLJ J l Z 



Iz^ienoedAVSA for gMjgg fl ejL. of - an i nJtesiig g tpp u iZ tu r e^ < oe. 

ZtsUngUisri^ JFoeT prosecutive guidance! ^tdnst^t^^t^a^ 

advise SAC in advance^ of^zitl^iem^a^epartMPt-Jiy UUSA ; 1 Hz 

SZZquHfe pro'areee reports . Inspector unable to prove **«*L__ 

ocH; t eeZ~AUSA that thelfureau had turned down regues ts for three 

additional Agents but Inspector believes \ I fl"™* l hU * 

information to AUSA . It Jt ^eo reo o«*eM*^ % . t -. V 

after tljis investigation ie oonp litJuL. fft , , U? UP t . 3 H t Be is essential 

to Ti riowl 
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2* SAG J 
and probation* ffg 
vis ion* Aft* r re oe ivth 



• r*]Sant 
4idf\ot 
*ivth& 3 A 



to tana. Sou* ton. Non-veteran, Ge.mu re , 
give this matter aggressive super - 

I memorandum that the AQSA 

intended meriting a ls ttsr^to i mi tanf ~AG0lne]/, hesh oulA^hajis 
ad vt ted the Bureau , % Ha failed to die o uAt h t «... i&itjULJeJJtlLJthe 



II Sireei or or Mr* Rosen In Washington D, C^^Indtcati naJ ie. did. 

1 1 not rebbohiss potential j ties- an d s soae oAoase, Did .noi^viaerously 



b6 

b7C 



r*-p r**^_nan p ower nemdt*o_MrjLa&^U ovine Bur 
agent* available ♦ Alto reeommsnathat 



make nor e 

'ffiven to an early' transfer o. 



consid eration b e 
sr~Sffi$£..iJL. 



viewofthis and the dtff iouLtshe repenill/^ha.d SJfiA.* H€..PTAJUULn 
Houston , In th is case he had inadequate 1 ia it on with AUSA ^ 

* It i t note d tKit~8 AC Santotana Ms^ieen in cHarj;*~_ofJlh$_Xs.U9 ton 
iceo nl ysinoe 11 /1 0 /63, and t hat Jo r»e r SAQ^Lo rt o n.pa 9 in 
fg'e~~fhe ret of o re during the tine the *a*e ha* been under 
i n vsstt gatJon* 

9 n 4 < ,, — v-x '"U X aL " * <1 



a~-6-"x tw -tjl 



n-Q-'-wt 




c 

f . , 

%■# ^ X '*' * ^ ^ ^ X "O' v* 

' rJcV&.b* 

FOLLOWING RECOMMENDATIONS MADE OS SEAT OF GOVERNMENT PERSONNEL 
AND THESE ARE BEING MADE NOW DESPITE ANT IMPENDING INSPECTION OF 
THE ACCOUNTING AND FRAUD SECTION OF THE INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 
BECAUSE WE FEEL THAT ACTION SHOULD SOT BE DELATED WITH REGARD 
TO THE DELINQUENCIES DESCRIBED* 



b6 

b7C 



3. SA 



Seat of Government, Veteran o 



u.; 

V 



Censure, find probat ion. He did Loot aTve^ t h i * oa*e the vi gorous^ 
ag gressive supervision it should have gotten , . Me did not recognise 
its potentialities and invest i oat ivs ma g nitude , When Houston asked 
for three aaaitionai accountants, which request mas declined by the 
Bureau, .he sho u ld havw foll owed t heo a se to insure that sufficient 
personnel was used oh it to" bring it to a logical and early conclusion , 
He fa il*d_te_jortt*. a Msmor an dutL.refl eAiJina.Ms gP3J*TND Q*J°\Zh.. 

SAC Santotana ooncernlno th is, c ase a nd fail ed to iaaut spec ific 
instructions to SAC while in conference beoause he re lied on w ritten. 
instructions Previ buslli *Tnt ' to Houston*. In view of this 'nan 7 * 



fine record, as evidenced from his personnel brief, and his general 
potential for advancement, coupled wtth the fact that he is 
relatively young tn the service, it is also recommended that 
I Aeons iderat ion be given to his further seasoning in the field. He 
ll ts not an accountant although he supervises oases involving 

/, n*t~tr-a£^r-A 



<; 
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4* rtllia* John\ Hurley, Unit Chief, Seat of Government* 
Non-veteran* g«mur« ayid ' probation . He failed to eee th at ^this 



wtUr reoeived -ttiiMtgam. 



gram aim auparviaion af the gea&of. 



&v*rnMllt^ S *„ * <&£* r JiadJJKffiSjiilit. 



manp over assigned to i t to bring it to an ear l y in vee tig ative o on- 
olue ton* He s hould hav e insured t hatthe pro orastt nation . of the 
AUSA in Houeton con cern ing theaogpe_pf^ inquiry »«« tliSVPMju^R*. 
jS^SO^MI^i^-tj^jaemoTStniuajifJkhe^rtJtultt^ of his„intervie»_ 
withes Sant Pi ano, eonger ning th is matter and. he ehould ftaue, 
issuadeoeo ific ~ ins true t tone .in^thailintSTViev , Hurley eupervtaee 
seven other qgenia'and hie fraud untt handles roughly 1,000 
pending oases. 
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SEE FURTHER RECOMMENDATIONS 



ON following page 




i 



■. 1 « " " ^ Section ■ Chief , Sent ■ ■ 

of Government, IfohdeiePdn,^ gei ftura and nfo&n* i 0 'W. fii» 

*l£L r *£S, 1 8M*M thgt hi be j 2fl A,8#j over token considered f n ^ j 
reZlTcca titL-lllr. B S-1S tnin”l’l9.-u. A, s. ltUnC ™7" ' 

*ym J*niLjtas*ti<>K * °f WU» i«. and «hi,jn 5F e "lSg^ 

■ j fl g >, *! r ^tive Vigorous and aggress j ,, f ■*np+- r i:*j on by t he~ 
Seat of Gover nment m _ Mie 8 edition sent through a memor andum. 
^ecliningEou ston a reque s t for three additional a ccounianta 
J° Z . Q - Qf t ~3hd di recti nq t ^hdlLAS l V one of i h e jtjJSL accounting 

ifrttfljfe-gfl mated tv p ut f on. the c ase be used and that 
second agent b e used o n 

then needing attention . 

r 7 jl~j . * _ y j-'V 1 «- ■ - — * 



subordinates in 

Ssustsn Office 
letter of 





his s ectiop. 

Homed the 

54. 



important other acco unting cases 
s responsible for delinquencies of 
We should have insured that the 
instructions SSt out in Sureau 




■£>*' 



>Tu ..-0 



i. t-C. t T" * •*%• 
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U. 



■M : 



— C.-VJU- - r L,-a— -a. 

J M 

errowdj Special A j eh t - No , 
nd Accounting and Fraud Sectio 
eteran ,:■ 






i 



_ 6* Sarll Hugo\Vin 

man, (in charge of Crimiful 
Investigative Division. \Non 

ihiFSStTc?- IZitliSSd Semen innn 

when the la tt or teas here i n bbtdin ' .ae-jL-JA. 



Of del tnouenefes. neatness esYan'ii need in t he field : t e sted 

a ° noe ™~ in £i he. 0,99JH and fgyndL 
Pff} 9 «. _f»*L < 1 ° i ng_ in this matter^ . 

responeibility for weak performance of subordinates in this case. 




9 j >«--*• <*Xf A r ’ 

4_a..~£'t!!Z-*v^ C -A- 



/ 



' > ■? - 










. . ' . -Assistant dire<$i$bjllosen. Recommended: censure 

£Sd,.. P.robgt ioju As Assistant {director, he should have inter- 
viewed SAC Santo iana himself ^concerning this ■ matt Sri •' division, 

head he i 3 responsible for the delinquencies of subordinates 
in his division. I 

r 9 . 

I — "v — 'o — -* •■*■■ ■*** 
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DETAILS 



case, alleging frpud against the government 



on the 



This 

part of Brown & Root t Inc., in that they were charging expenses 
on one government contract against other government contracts. 

came to the attention of the Ho ‘ ' - 

a letter of 4 



3/ 30/ 53. Houston ' 



ton Office from a complaint on 
. /53 to the Bureau set out the 

facts and stated that an invest watipp would he made. The Bureau 
by letter 4/13/53 directed it preseniedtotheC.S. Attorney 
fer his opinion and that a report should be submitted by 5/4/53. 

ie Assistant U. S. Attorney there 
*untifc fan account ihg report was 
Own £ host showi n y cha rges . Houston 
be held in abeyangeuntil th is . ’ 
thattke Bureau di re cted deadl ine 
s ■ invest tan- 

regress re Paris/ were' received from " 



Houston letter pf 5/4/53 said 
believed there 'was no violation 
made available to the Army by B 
adv i sed the t n vest t gat i On would 
report was received i and advisa 
would hot be met. The report 
tion continued , and thereafter 
Houston as follows: 



Report 6/17/53 iestimc 
report 7/22/53 (estimated tin* 
phase and 45~60 davs on onn *hi 



ed type to apmpl - 60 iavs); 

•0 'C cy/lete —■ 7 ct s v.< on crane runway 
£ld' adaptors phase); report 8/26/53 
cun 



60 days on time cards pna*e i * 
report 9/28/53 ( epti tated t > *t> 

f estimated time to complete - 6p ^tivsjf report 1/5/54 



e 



_ . — — . ^ w w f* w . .'w •*, ^ w * - 1 <■* ► r x v*- -wi* ; f 

(estimated time to complete }2—bo days on cun shield adavtors pha 

f "^81 desired this investigation); 
po complete - 30 ca ye); report 11/3/53 
.. . . . . - ... . - -/5/54 (estimated 

time to complete - 255 Have) ■ rfr-ori 2/1.8/54 {estimated ti-e to 

complete - 85 Special Aaeni Acjncuntant) davs and 16 l Soerie' > Acent 
days.) } ‘ " 



Houston ’& 1 et - er 7/C/ 



53 myrsed \U 



this case and would complete fijrst allegation within a 
days but that there would be oWi^r a t. legations af' > that 
recommended that other actr-'nit-cjn*.'- ? sent to Hi- 
investigation. Houston ai rtei li.xy ; /i;3 advised the 
the case be exped i ted; that 4 
it by 2 / 15 / 54 J dnd recommended 
that if these three, accountant 
in Houston would be assiohed t 



was work in o 
week or 10 
. it ■ wap not 
~>n to aid this 



b6 

b7C 



r SA desired 
ccountants w 'd be needed to complete 
that three he sent to Houston; and 
were not auai lahle } a second accountan t 

/St- reau He tier in 
second accountant 



a id 



answer 12/7/53 directed Houston not to r t the 

on the case y inasmuch as he Had other expedi *a investigations assigned 
to him; that the Bureau beliemd non-accountants co» Id handle the 
work heeded under the direction of one accountant; and that the 
request for the 3 accountants yas being declined. SAC Santo iana 
while at the Seg^sf-llgverhmenf in January discussed this case 



with Supervisor \ \ Unit tyie.f Hurley, and Section Chie f- Evans. 

No memorandum reflecting that ponference was written. No specific 
instructions were issued to thp SAC during the conference l icause a 
letter 0 instructions had yoke to nantPid^n on ■ i'M a Aka ..■**> r -t -• 1 ^ forth, 

os sed 



* ^ ' V r- * i If ( 1/ if ft O 

instructions and Sanioi 



with his coming to Washington 



— w i w '/fi ' p f crjvB ■* ^ u i. o v (, 

.had gate to Santo iana on l/l 4 /S 4 i-s>etiir.~. 
igna hn(J not, yet read this letter which c»oj 
iingtoni -Inis- letter comment inn on the H- it 



ion 



m. Q - 











^ ^ -w I; Vf-Mr r, ... , . 

% •• 



■ progress /Mi ^ x>r.t-aa;/.s \ ■ • 

to c d mpl ett, .at fegtf. this ' time -^appeared excessive, II d ireptsd- 

that AUSA be : .''q:gain \ ihhittpt-ed'- J an*S .. the- ■.st4pf/-of the 

in vsstigation again d ispvssed J 1 ook ing ft ruta rd t c> 1 i mitina it ♦ ■ 

. Ho uston tele type. of S/G/fb.:. r if l e etc ■ SAC Sa nto id na ■ an d ■ ' . b 

«S4 l , | c o;fe-r red ioi th .t$i'4 \ on 0/6/o4, .repdlriiijg in ■ b 

<95 SA^A}-ddys 'indl^'Agdnt^days to cQutpleted . :;V ■■.•'■ 

: eta ie d.t Hd t . these w«ifiifhur:3ped iul Age nt '-A ooo un bants ' : 

s ! ; ', 0 / thih'fdi&e and ; b 

* -td'fih^^^dpfhhbthgi^prhhbhich tea s . / ,?. 

ut 42 d i md^^<$ r : & ;#' :& .■" , 

.' v ■ ,./■■ -1 

$0$0§m ft ttet.' these f i^s ^d-Ss^pSlSS' :■ ®3 t be. r V v ' M 

^ : '-V‘; v ; : ' ? . ■ - -| ■ '•; •'-•■■.■ ;-•' - : : ' ;>b •■■ V- ' ' : . - ^ 

Under date tfd-r-/S/5$, a* y<,.» *how t the ib'^t-Te^iwci a . 

■ memorandum fro n AAsistoni Aiblrneg e ;era2 Oi .t„ ^ferh-ing to . ' '• 

b‘a r letter of l/26/d4 t froyn the% U.3, A* ';orhey in a . b ; _/■, v ,;■• i : * . 

department, This fetter'' ^aist refe~*- vs to the it t--p,a d.hb: Bo • •'. cas t , 
pointed oat an eat:i m i c.< '2£(?;;i8i y* would be require a ‘ 
o ample ie the investiga bi on an® sa 'id .that he (the .At ■' or-riey) " 

: ‘ b been inforned tha t f here baa i aeuffio ie n:. r<anpv;j)t: r \ " 

, aadilable in the Uoas tea Of/ ij'e td materially 'speed - the in vestigation 
and that addi t ior.al ass i s-tan^ had been denie d hy ■&■,<?..■ dfash-iti gt on . 
Office, At that time '-tned-,d.dTknisi'-pat-ioh. c>. this ?v.- -.er in 
■ '•iked-Kd'us 4dh ■jyi,wi-s-ieh.j . c-s «?ei2jas,a~; tie' Seat of. G<- ~e rxnent, 'was 
brought to ybar attention, ;> 









■ 2 '?i e injector ins tru cit i d t ha " s c o t ~ ~ r -. : e r * ^ ,J r ° e p t \ .. • ■ 

Houston to investigate the r.atter there, Hosen s . , 

rec omifiendat i on • y y; - : 'y 

' By teletype S/ls/Z-i kascect or . VP 'M-i 5^- ; 

tote ? fully qualified accountants and ..;G race 
accountants at least SO days fio prepare t*is. *• ; *.«r 
Grand ’ Jury 'toill.'.s it' frm . ?etirih’*:-- S3 until j.:ar;c ■*- ly. 



ELIXQUM. 



i:: PIZLD HAnTZ^n 



2« I ' aggressive oucisryis ion . A i’sf. . .bqS.n • fet V * ’*•••$ -'M ® ; n&t*e ••.- 
UoJiminati on ; ■ i/ the : evtdend0:by t-.e. progress reports yr ' j^ 












■-'': X’; V ^ '&A 

&? ■ -.U^ sJSgfe^ VOsfei 



" \ ■' ' \V' ' ■ ■• , 1 “-;V , ?,f 

;.. 7 O 5 ; 



Sant oi an a 



or. A' SA fo r P n ici a n 
fro :.- project/ 1 Ion . cti:* 1 









Assistant 

the KenomPdOi^dic^pf*./^ ^X^frtona ">^^5 

oMac *••$:?'• t^n F ou>€ff :: al **P er 0 ltru ' i- -K‘ '& K J 

disouo s.ed:tth*- :: ‘tott f p '"’ J '* . ■.'. ■■-' ; : :X. .; > ' :M %4 



to. ■'■Bursa 



•. f sa I | : y^pplpe 4 ■ : ‘l^ve access ■ ■ ■■ 

' w, "'‘ • '• ' ‘ At-.- ■ ••■ >».' - -Vt> -r;o;He.y men ■- ' ■■■“■•.■■ 



Vftad 

163 ; tpned 'tp ;t.n«- - czvse*: \ ' | : ^■ V M-' ■: -f - 'i- •> 



: ;4cr wit h 



the Director ish^in 

recognise its MMntidl^ti^Api f;^- W't*:?'- 

coHtraru, ' ..'■ - ,^'v-^-*'' ■!' : '^;;ft®: :: - :/ ^.'-.- ; z :.• V- :.- i : - ' ■ . ■ 



m 

■m s 



yni 
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6. Both SAC Sant ci ana and SA I | faila t;o 

recognise the possibility of the A USA criticising the Bureau 
in c le tter to Ass istant AC Clney even though th * AUSA 



advised 



he would write Assistant AC Olney, 



S3JT . . Of. GQ7ERNMSST: EA9TLU0 



lm This was weak £u/|eru che part vf SAl !■ 

who initialed the rep orts receji vedf onihe juart of SA h*rlei, s 
Unit Chief } and on the SA Evans . Sect £ On. Chi ef* This is . 

evidenced by the menorandtlm dated %2/4fS3 fr'cH; : ^--E^ns ■ to ' 

4 S3 is tant Director JR- sen re go pending that no additional agents 
: be sent fo HoUs.ton.x^dthgt.,Hd^ston.-:use-only>firrH of l the two '• 
accountants ■ ifaustioapi ,-vsA"'- rian "could ' 

devote hims elf to otherinipormint account : ng cd e&* : , ■''■'■ ■■ 

’■ : ’~b : f. ' ':■■■■•:• x" Up;: J. v.’V-,'. Cfp'P- fd: pd'f--- ' - , 

£• More v ip crous ^ a a presavt s.^ : 's tv akhutriJhai^ ‘ 
dictated that ihterdm:fepdfXe\pf'^ Xffpi .e nature were 
■ required • : 'v- ; v'. | : ; v ' 

: . ’Sn. Mope : 3 ; 3 hy of 

Government should have diciat&i .thg.i the .procmet^iition c /* the, - ■ 
ACSA i .» lloust on co no e rn ing setting ofthegaopfp of ; 

inquiry should be stopped h& : cfertsi ve action on i t$ pc. Pi;' -of 
the; Houst on Offi ce» The Invest igat ive Divisicn d ireczei the . , 

• Houston Office by letters dht^ IS/f/SC and l/l-i/34 io confer with 
j. the 'A US A tnerS' and at tempt to |Z i~it thp ^ope; ^pf pi-hip' inppsti gat tonf 
^however, they did not f ol bow- see t-nnt : t$t*\\ : ap f^ne* 



r writing 



tier do * 



/?/ •. 



Houston. 



advising that the, t hr ee, re ypeyted az or ■ i tc-Ps’ woul . -iot .tc - 
sent to Houston and p hat c sei^pna a c c o m io-.i J. '• fteif fed.pXaped- . 

' o.-j t h is case, the Inves tigatidc Bihis ion should Have followed 
Xthis . m iter io assure the, i it Moo .re c $ ivir.g the »•: npow sr nscersary 
I to bring it to a logical and Jinr.7 1 / noncdsi-kdririd c - 



one Inal or.. 



§8HK:-*w 






-Ah/ 




* •• 



5. In a memorandum dated 2/12/54 from Section 
Chief Svans to Mr. Rosen it i3 stated that while SAC Santoiana 
was at the Ssat o f Coverr^ ment. this case was discussed with 



1 



him by Supervisor 

Evans • No memorandum 
+o point out what ins true tin 
„/ie possibilities of limitin 
an attempt to arrive at an 



Unit Chief hurley and Section Chief 
'concerning this conference was written 
8 were ■ en to SAC Santoiana, 
th-: of th * •* nou : --nd 

tinatem e it would. .. . zo 

. s tates i i :i 
o ia a cl at ~ ' . j l ; 

to J**Cordl the inj~ 
was stated t'~<: t 



The Investiga 
ns were given 
deemed necessary 
had with him. ! 1 



Di*U . 

San 



l 



c omp 1 e to it. 
new tnotructi 
eo it was no* 

conversations . 

499 i red that the. scope of investigation be 1 . .zed. 
Agent days required *o coupe, 
the maizer be discussea wi . 
his attention the need for e 
that the SAC was tola to a., 
situation in his office woul 
personnel to this ccse. The 
have been reduced to writing 



Bureau 



that 



te appeared excessive 
the USA in Houston to 
editii# the care, 
e tne Bureau wh< cm 
permit assignment 
results of this coUj 
to record the a. * is 



the 

ana that 
bring to 
was stated 
tne work 
additional 
erence should 
instructions . 



6 . 



When the Birector was advise ' 



Gj LlIS 

had been mishandled in 1 ! *n ton and that SA | 

the AU5A a progress re,.ort, it should have been also 
out to the Director thr-t r--\.orts in tr.is ca3e had been 
the Department by the Investigative Division by routing 
since 12/10/53. These r, oris went directly fr >. the 
Investigative Division the Records Administr \oe Branch 
the Department . 



this matter 

huu showed 
pointed 
sent to 
si ip 



in 



b6 

b7C 



b6 

b7C 






f * 






7. The Investigative Livin'" 'n 
review of the progress reports recei .. . , 

Houston would not give an opinion Cj ...e 
of this investigation. 1 ley should have 
was properly brief ea ana educated on the 
and exp erience in this z a ,e case so that 
a position to limit it. 



was aware, from a 
that the AvLA in 
limi t of the scope 
seen to it that he 
.iureOu.'3 responsibilities 
? would have been in 






q . The Investigative Division supervises accounting 
cases on individual case bases and issues instructions concern 
ing accounting phases where necessary. The suggestions and 
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regulations for handling t as well general instructions for 
preparation of accounting reports , are , et out in Bureau 
manuals • The inspection staff of the Training and inspection 
Division looks into the qualifications and training of account- 
ants in the course of field inspections. The Investigative 
Division is provided with these analyses to aia in its guidance 
in future supervision. 




Ur * B * Hugo Hinterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, JD* C* 



Bear Hr* Winterrowds 

The Bureau has recently conducted an inquiry 
into the manner in which the Fraud against the Govern- 
ment investigation of Broun and Boot was handled and 
it has been determine d' that there was a serious lack 
of aggressiveness in the supervision of this matter by 
the Investigative Division* In addition to your over-all 
responsibility for the inadequate performance of your 
subordinates in this case you were also personally at 
fault in failing to discuss this case with the Special 
Agent in charge of the Houston Office while he was in 
iiashington in January, 1954* Had you done this you would 
have had an opportunity of discovering the delinquencies 
and needs in the field, what action was being taken in p, 
the case by the Houston Division and what delinquencies tjj 
existed* *>' 

The manner in which this investigation has beqin 
handled has been most unsatisfactory and it will be neces- 
sary for you to adopt whatever measures are necessary t h' 
order to prevent further derelictions in cases of this 9? .. 
type* j w- i 

/ f \ k 

/ * tj J, ’’ 






John [Edgar Hoover 2 o 
WSetcff* 1 



Ur* Rosen (Personal Attention) 
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March 4, 1354 



PASCHAL AND CO* 



Mr, E, ’l!ugo Mnterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
St, Louts, Missouri 



Dear Mr, ztnterrowdt 

I * f, 

* t ^ I 

The Bureau has carefully considered the wanner in 
which the .Investigative Division handled a request by the 
* Oklahoma City Division fgr approval of correspondence 
furnishing certain information to a United JStates district 
judge' at Tulsa, Oklahoma, regarding allegations made by ' 
one Mbredtth Cox, an innate of a federal penitentiary, 
against a< Bureau agent , ,It has been observed that the 
Request from Oklahoma City was received in the Investigative 
Division on February 15, 1954, and assigned to a special 
agent supervisor under your supervision for handling , Due 
\ to the necessity for certatn revisions in the memorandum 
prepared by this supervisor the matter was not completed , 
until February 19, 1954 « . , . 

i i 

Because tht3 matter wds of a most urgent nature 
you should have seen to it that any required revisions 
in the memorandum were handled more promptly. In the 
future you will be expected to Insure that your subordinates 
carry out such assignments in a more expedittous fashion ^ 
so that there will be no further occasion to crit icise,^,* ~~~ - • ,, 
you in this manner, pH ”, ✓ c '// 

jUSOOtUJBO-7 

Very trqiy yours, ^ 

j IRltlB 1 * * , y ,J.. Edgajp 

' 1 j /j** John £&jpr h’ooiterh\l\\\ f U,^i ft 

iA-KTI. r YuM'V T' 1 ""' 



M 



l> *‘Si 



- Mr.',- ’Posen (Personal Attend on) 

. f 1 -J' !,| I V 

above K l/sttir of censure to Mr, &, . 

st * Mis sour 

mweSawbnsea ne was scheduled to r< 
Tj'ZZDMarch 3 , <2954, «?A>(L 

-j**-*-*€ f 

WitsCaady^ i > 
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•* 



Mr* Tola on 



2/25/54 



R* T. Rarbo 



with aliases; . 

INTERSTATE TRANSPORTA TI ON OF STOLEN MOTOR * 

VEHICLE (ITWJV); CONDITIONAL RELEASE VIOLATOR 

ik, grxopsrsi i/z??/J. Hr. .i't.l 

5 ‘ 1 

L The Eireotor inquired as to the delay front 2/15/54 

to 2/19/54 in handling the above matter which involved the 
> furnishing of J information to V* S* District Judge Savage^ 

I Tulsa, Oklahoma . fry t he Oklahoma City Office regarding allegations 
.* made fr,y| \ incarcerated at Leavenworth , concerning SA 

Clement J* Mod and \ a representative of the 

f National Automobile stfte/j "BureauT , 



mONOLOOY: 



2/15/54 - 



2/16/54 - 



lolsgs^**, 

Nichols ***»%. LZr 

B<Wai J* V 

Sszr , 

H«b<y n qt 

Tr ^3teaohmentfJN/ / 
2£*MB8t0LO 

Mr* Rosen 



Oklahoma City letter dated 2/10/54 received by Mr* 

Rosen 1 s office 9t50 PM* pd^letter enclosed copies 

of correspondence frefwe«n| |cmd Federal Judges Savage 

and Phillips, copy gF-siejitAxuindim CcnsL-SA Rood, and 

signed statement o/] I in addition to 

copies of proposed letters to Judge savage over the 
signatures of SAC N* R» Johnson and SA Rood , which 
were forwarded with the recommendation that they be 
furnished Judge Savage if approved by the Bureau, 

Letter prepared that afternoon under date of 2/16/54 
tn answer to Oklahoma Q tty letter* 

Teletype from Oklahoma City dated 2/15/54 received 
by Criminal Beotian, Investigative Division , at 8t25 AM, 
which requested Bureau to submit teletype authorisation 
to handle- matter as recommended in Oklahoma Etty letter 
of 2/10/54 as Judge Savage was to be in Denver for 2 
weeks beginning 2/14/54 «nd desired the information be 
made available to his seoretury( at Tulsa, Oklahoma , 

for forwarding to htm a± itenoar. ?hts teletype was 

referred to Superv isorl lot approximately 

10 AM for preparation of detailed memorandum explaining 
background of situation which was dictated at approxt - 
mutely li$0 PM but was dated 2/17/54 to correspond with 







4 ' 



the date on the attached proposed teletype to 

Oklahoma City instructing that the letters to 

Judge Savage be revised to include -more details 

re gar dine the, tntervtem of the subjects, and to 

furnish the signed statements of subjects to 

Judge Ravage* This memorandum .from Mr* Price to 

Mr* Posen was received by Mr* Hnterrowd‘ later in 

the afternoon due to other specials, was not 

revised by him until approxin cite I jl 7 s IS PM, at which 

tine fee instructed Supervisor \ to make certain be 

revisions which were completed that same evening by b7c 

[ The letter dated 2/ 1 6/54, to Oklahoma City, 

which was dictated 2/25/54, was recalled and' ^nstroyed 
upon receipt of the incoming teletype from Oklahoma 
City* 

% 

1 , *% 

2/17/58 - Seuised memorandum bearing date of 2/27/54 received 
by Mr* Jinterrovd during forenoon * Memorandum dis- 
cussed with Mr * Minterrowd and Supervisor P* L* Price 
bit Mr* Posen in midafternoon with the result Supervisor 
I I was instructed to take further revisions for the be 
purpose of adding additional facts and statements* b7c 

The revisions were made by Supervisor \ J and the , 

memorandum was returned to Minterrowd at approxi- 
mately 5 PM* Minterrowd reviewed the memorandum at 
approximately 7 PM and placed it in the mail for Mr* 

# 0000*0 attention the following morning, 

2/18/54 - The revised memorandum bearing date of 2/27/54 was 
received by Mr* Posen at 0:29 AM, and Mr* Ladd at 
22:33 PM* Muring the early evening, Winterrowd was 
instructed by Mr* PeLoach, at Mr* Toison*s request, 
to telephonically instruct the Oklahoma City Office 
to send the proposed letter* for Judge Savage to the 
Bureau for approval , by atr mail special delivery 
that evening, i thick was done, and the memorandum' 
of 2/17/54 was rewritten under date of 2/28/54 to 
reflect the action taken in accordance with Mr* 

Tolson*s instructions * 

2/19/54 -> Supervisor J* JO* Pope was advised at his home during 
the evening that the letter* had arrived from Oklahoma 
City* Pope immediately came to the Bureau at 9 PM 
and dictated a letter and teletype under date of 
2/20/54 approving the revised letters* 




ii 
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gonotmoh 

I s 

This matter involved information being furnished a 
federal fudge concerning allegations made against a Bureau 
Agent and necessarily received close attention at the Bureau* 

The delay from 2/15/54 to 2/19/54 was occasioned by the revi- 
sions made in the instructions to be issued the Oklahoma Otty • 
Office , the final revision being made on 2/15/54 when Mr* 

Tolson requested the Oklahoma City Office be instructed to im- 
mediately send the revised letters for Judge Savage to the 
Bureau for approval* Jnview of the urgency of this matter , the 
various revisions should have been handled more promptly* 

nEcommuATtouas ' 

Jt is recommended that ( 1 ) Farll Mugo Winterrowd, 
tfunber 2 ”an, Investigative be censured for his 

failure to have this matter handled In a more expeditious 
mannerj {' 



(2) A letter go forth to Alex Rosen, Assistant 
Birector, Investigative Btvision, instructing that he take 
Immediate steps to re-examine the administrative procedures 
of the Investigative J Hvisioh to prevent a recurrence of such 
delays <n the future* 



details contained In Synopsis 



i 






PKmtAmiT BRTSF OF MRU SnOO nmUBOW TSATTApm* 



March 15, 1954 




■jft* 





Mr, 5. Hugo Winterrowd 
federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington > D, O, 



Dear Mr, Winterrowd: 

I wanted to drop you this note 
to tell you how much 1 appreciate the 
splendid job you did in the preparation 
of the memorandum regarding the Federal 
> Bousing Administration, 



It is> evident that once again 
you have completed on assignment in the 
'same thorough and competent fashion which 
has warhed your performance tn the :past. 
You are to be commended for the high 
calibre of your worh in this instance. 



Tot so* 
todd 
Nichols 
Belrooet 

&Uvi 



r*C 

<ka«jr 
Mohf^. 
1'jnccri‘Owdl: 

ftolloonss 
Mife <5so4y 



cc: Mr, Rosen 



\HT' 







OTie ' b" T 

:m 1 5 1954 



MM. FBI 







^ {5 ^ 

Sincerely Irours, 



■j, Edg^r Hoovdr Tl « 

(Personal AttsfiZiUnf^ 

^4 
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3/arch 26 j 2954 



PmiovAL aud coy: 



Mr • r« Hugo Vtnterroad ' 

Tederal Bureau of Tnvesttgatton 
Washington, D* C * 



Hear Mr. Winierrowdt 

U^on careful review of the facte developed regarding 
the handling of a 7 ?ftasa of the. Fraud Against the Government 
investigation o f | | and others , it has 

open determined tnat tnts matter wis not properly analysed 
in the Investigative Division • You were not only .responsible 
for the over-all inadequate performance of your subordinates 
in this case but' you were also at fault in approving a recom- 
mendation to send a Special . Agent Accountant to San Juan on 
special assignment when you were not in possession of the 
complete facts relating to the qualifications of a Special 
Agent Accountant who was already assigned to that office • 

Had you been aware of all the facts tn this matter it w ould 
have been apparent to you that there was some reason to 
question the sagacity of this recommendation » 

The manner tn which thts matter was handled has 
been most unsatisfactory and your failure to exercise good 
Judgment in this instance is most serious. J Ct is expected 
that you will take immediate steps to prevent any further 
shortcomings in the supervision of cases for Which you are 
responsible • 

1: 4. l l Very truly yqurs^^^ 

' s1 \/n -^SrHoont . • 

v OfSl ' - t 

Z „ ■»" John Xdgar ffodver ^ U r.- 

- ■ Director CD 

Zee* Mr. 'Rosen ffefsonql Attention) rt3 j 

WMCD*dop^;&< A. • *~ 
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COMM. FBI 
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FROM : CLYDE TOLSON 

SUBJECT: 



( 









a 






, * 

With respect to the attached memorandum dealing with, 
the Federal Housing Administration I would suggest the following: 



1. That if it is felt the administrators of FHA are 
incapable of correcting the existing situation, 
the Budget Bureau assume the responsibility of 
reorganizing the FHA# 



2, 1 think it would be urajlse, for the reasons 

indicated, for the Bureau to attempt any such 
sweeping inquiry as is suggested following 
the suspension of FHA officials. This would 
be, it seems to me, almost entirely an adminis- 
trative operation. 



.3, If it is suggested that we take over the 

investigative functions of FHA dealing with 
alleged violations of criminal statutes, .1 
think we might well accept this responsibility 
with the understanding that we will be reifeursed 
for the cost of such work# 



, CTtDSS Directors Notations: 

An excellent job was done by Winterowd 
> - , . * and Hurley on the attached, 1 want each 

commended, 

K# 





t 1 

. -j 

* $ 

s 
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2. Are you now or have you ever been a member of, contributed to, 
affiliated or associated with, any organisation listed on the 
attachment to this cert-ificateP 




Answer "Tea" or n No tt 



2 . If your answer is n Tes n state the name of the organisation, dates 
of membership and extent of participation* An explanation re- 
garding membership in any of these organisations may be attached 
hereto on' a separate sheet of paper, if you desire to explain the 
ctrcumstances of your membership* 

Name Address From To OfficeJNeld 



CERTIFICATION 

I hereby certify that the above information is correct and complete to 
the best of my Knowledge and belief* I make this statement ibith the 
understanding that it will be used by the Department of Justice in 
carrying out the provisions of Executive Order 10450 and with knowledge 
that any false statement or omission of material fact may be sufficient 
cause for my dismissal or rejection of my application, and, further, 
may be cause for punishment as a violation of law including Section 
1001, Title 16, U. S* Code. 






olation of law including Section 



American Slav Congress 

American Women for Peace 

American Youth Congress 

American Youth for democracy 

Armenian Progressive League of America 

Associated Klans of Amertca 

Association of Georgia Klans 

Association of German Nationals (Reichsdeutsche Vereinigung) 
Association of Lithuanian Workers 
( also known as Lietuviu Darbininku Susivienijimas) 

Aus land- Organisation der NSDAP, Overseas Branch of Nasi Party 
Baltimore Forum 

Black Dragon Society , 

Boston School for Marxist Studies ,. Boston , Massachusetts 
Bulgarian American People's League of the United States of 
America 

Bridges-Robertson-Schmidt Defense Committee 
' California Emergency Defense Committee 
California Labor School , Inc*, >321 Divisadero Street , 

San Francisco , California 

Carpatho-Dussian People 1 s Society t 

Central Council of American Women of Croatian Descent, 

Also known as Central Council of American Croatian Women , 
National Council of Croatian Women , . 

Central Japanese Association (Beikoku Chuo Nippon jin Kai) , 
Central Japanese Association of Southern California 
Central Organisation of the German-American National t 
Alliance (Deutsche-Amerikanische Einheitsfront ) 

Cervantes Fraternal Society 
China Welfare Appeal, Inc • 

Chopin Cultural Center 

Citisens Committee to Free Earl Browder * 

Citisens Committee for Harry Bridges 

Citisens Committee of the Upper West Side (New York City) 
Citisens Emergency Defense Conference 
Citisens Protective League 

Civil Rights Congress and its affiliated organisations, 
including: 

Civil Rights Congress for Texas 
Veterans Against Discrimination of Civil Rights 
Congress of Dew York 
Columbians 

Comite Coordinador Pro Republica Espanola 

Committee to Aid the Fighting South 

Committee for Constitutional and Political Freedom 

Committee to Defend Marie Richardson 

Committee for the Defense of the Pittsburgh Six 

Committee for a Democratic Far .Eastern Policy 

Committee for Dationalist Action 

Committee for the Negro in the Arts 

Committee for Peace and Brotherhood Festival in Philadelphia 
Committee for the Protection of the Bill of Rights 
Committee to Uphold the Bill of Rights 
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ORGANIZATIONS DESIGNATED BY TEE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEE 
UNITED STATES. PURSUANT TO EXECUTIVE ORDER 10450., 



Abraham Lincoln Brigade 

Abraham Lincoln School, Chicago,, Illinois 

Action Committee to Free Spain Now 

Alabama People 's Educational Association (See Communist 
Political Association)' 

American Association for Reconstruction in Yugoslavia, Inc. 
American Branch of the Federation of Greek Maritime Unions 
American Christian ' Nationalist Party [ 

American Committee for European Workers'' Relief (See Socialist 
American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born Workers Party) 
American Committee for the- Settlement: of ' Jews^in^Btrobidjan, Ind. 
American Committee for Spanish Treedom. 

.American' Committee to Survey Labor Conditions' in Europe • 

American Committee for Yugoslav Relief, Inc . 

American Council for a Democratic Greece , formerly known as 
the Greek American Council; Greek American Committee 
for National Unity 1 ‘ 

American Council on Soviet Relations' 

American Croatian Congress 

American Jewish Labor Council 5 ’ 

American League Against 'War and Fascism 
American League for Peace and Democracy 

American Lithuanian Workers Literary Association (also known 
as Amerikos Lietuviu Darb.ininku Literaturos Draugija) 

American National Labor Party ’ 

American National Socialist League * * ■ r ' t 1 

American National Socialist Party 
American Nationalist Party * ' ’ 

American Patriots, Inc. 

American Peace Crusade 
American Peace Mobilisation 
American Poles for Peace 
American Polish League 

American Polish Labor Council. - 

American Rescue Ship Mission (a project of the United 
American Spanish Aid Committee) 

American-Russian Fraternal'- Society 

American Russian Institute , New York; also known as the 
American Russian institute for Cultural ReXations with 
the Soviet Union 

American Russian Institute, Philadelphia 
American Russian Institute of San Francisco ' 

American Russian Institute of Southern California, Los Angeles 



* m • 

Committee for World Youth Friendship and Cultural Exchange 
Commonwealth College , Mena , Arkansas 

Communist Party , U» S* A*, its subdivisions , subsidiaries 
and affiliates • ' 

Communist Political Association , its subdivisions , subsidiaries 
and affiliates, including t 

Alabama People 's Educational .Association 
Florida Press and Educational League 
Oklahoma League for Political Education 
People 1 s Educational and Press Association of Texas 
Virginia League for . People *s Education 
Congress of American Revolutionary Writers 
Congress of American Women 

Connecticut Committee to Aid Victims of the Smtth Act 
Connecticut State Youth Conference 
Council on African Affairs * 

Council of Creek Americans 

Council for Jobs, Relief and Housing' 

Council for t Pan-American Democracy 
Croatian Benevolent Fraternity 

Dai Nippon Butoku Kai (Military Virtue Society of Japan 
or Military Art Society of Japan) 

Daily Worker Press Club 

Daniels Defense Committee. , ■ 

Dante Alighieri Society (between 1935 and 1940)' > 

Dennis Defense Cowxittee . . ' . 1 

Detroit Youth Assembly 1 

Emergency Conference to Save Spanish Refugees (founding 
body of the North American Spahish Aid Committee) 

Families of the Baltimore Smith Act Victims 
-Families of the Smith Act Victims 

Federation of Italian War 'Veterans 'in the U • S • A,, lnc» 
(Associasione Nazionale Combattenti t Italiani , 

Federasione degli Stati Uniti d’America) 

Finnish-American J Mutual Aid Society 
Florida Press and Educational League (See Communist 
Political Association) „ ' 

Frederick Douglass Educational Center 
Freedom Stage, Inc • 

Friends of the New Germany (Freunde des Neuen Deutschlands) 

Friends of the Soviet Union 

Garibaldi American Fraternal Society 

George Washington Carver School ^ New York City 

German-American Bund (Amerikadeutscher Volksbund) 

German- American Republican League 

German-American Vocational League (Deutsche-Amerikanische 
Berufsgemeinschaft) 

Harlem Trade Union Council 
Hawaii Civil Liberties Committee 



• 3 •* 



I 



Heimuska Kai, also known as Nokubei Heieki Gimusha Kai, 

Zaibel Nihonfin, Heiyaku Gimusha Kai, and Zaibei Hetmusha 
Kai ( Japanese residing in America Military Conscripts 
Association) 

Hellenic-American Brotherhood 

Hinode Kai (imperial Japanese Reservists) 

Hinomaru Kai (Rising Sun Flag Society — a group of Japanese 
War 'Veterans) 

Sokubei Zaigo Shoke Dan (North American Reserve Officers 
Association) 

Hollywood Writers Mobilisation for Defense 
Hungarian-American Council for Democracy 
Hungarian Brotherhood 
Independent Socialist League- 
Industrial Workers of the World 
International Labor Defense 

International Workers Order , its subdivisions ,. subsidiaries ^ e 
and affiliates . - ■ ’ 

Japanese Association, of America- , 

Japanese. Overseas Central Society (Kaigai Dobo Chuo Kai) 
Japanese Overseas Convention , Tokyo , Japan , 1940 
Japanese Protective Association . (Recruiting Organisation) 
Jefferson School of Social Science, New York City 
Jewish Culture Society - f 

Jewish People's Committee 
Jewish People's Fraternal Order 
Jikyoku linkai (The Committee for the. Crisis) 

Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee 

Joint Council of Progressive Italian- Americans, Inc • 

Joseph Weydemeyer School of Social Science, St, Louis,, 

Missouri 

Kibei Seinen- Kai (Association of U„ S, Citizens of Japanese 
Ancestry who have returned to America after studying in Japan) 
Knights of the White Camellia , » 

Ku Kluz Klan ' ' 

Kyffhaeuser, also known as Kyffhaeuser League (Kyffhaeuser 
Bund), Kyffhaeuser Fellowship (Kyffhaeuser Kameradschaft) 
Kyffhaeuser War Relief (Kyffhaeuser Kriegshilfswerk) 

Labor Council for Negro Rights 
Labor- Research Association, Inc • 

Labor Youth League 

League of American Writers 

Lictor Society (Italian Black Shirts) 

Macedonian-American People 's League 
Mario Morgantini Circle 

Maritime Labor Committee to Defend A1 Lannon 
Massachusetts Minute Women for Peace 
Maurice Braverman Defense Committee 



Inc • 

Louis,, 

of Japanese 
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Michigan Civil Rights Federation 
Michigan School of Social Science 
Nanka Teikoku Gunyudan (imperial Military Friends Croup 
or Southern California War Veterans) 

National Association of Mexican Americans .(also known as 
Asociacion Naciona’l Mexico-Amer.tcanaJ 
National Blue Star Mothers of America: ( not to be confused with 
the Blue Star Mothers of America organised in 'February 1942) 

' National Committee for the Defense of Political Prisoners 
National Committee for Freedom of the Press 
National Committee to Win the Peace 

National Conference on American Policy in China and the 
Far East (a conference called by the Committee for a 
Democratic Far Eastern .Policy) . 

National Council of Americans of Croatian Descent 
National Council of American -Soviet Friendship 
National Federation for Constitutional Liberties t , s 

National Labor Conference for Peace ' , . 

National Negro Congress 

National Negro Labor Council t ,, , 

Nationalist Action League t , 

Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico . 

Nature Friends of America (since 1935 ) 

Negro Labor Victory Committee t| ' ■--* , . • ti , 

New Committee for Publications ” ' ! _ > 

Nichibei Kogyo Kaisha (The Great Fujii j theatre) 

North American Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy , 

North -American Spanish Aid Committee , 

North Philadelphia Forum t . 

Northwest Japanese Association 

Ohio School of Social Sciences i s ' 

Oklahoma Committee to Defend Political Prisoners 
Oklahoma League for Political Education (See Communist , 
Political Association) . ^ / 

Original Southern Elans, Incorporated , 

Pacific Northwest Labor School, Seattle, Washington 
Palo Alto Peace Club 

Partido del Pueblo of Panama (operating in the Canal Zone) 
Peace Information Center 
Peace Movement of Ethiopia 
People 's Drama, Inc • 

People's Educational Association (incorporated under name 
Los Angeles Educational Association, Inc »), also known as 
People's Educational Center, People's University, 

People 's School 

People's Educational and Press Association of Texas, 

People's Institute of Applied Religion 
People's Radio Foundation, Inc • 

Philadelphia Labor Committee for Negro Rights 
Philadelphia School or Social Science and Art 
Photo League (New York City) 

Political Prisoners' Welfare Committee 



Polonta Society of the IWO 

Progressive German-Amer icons, also known < as Progressive 
German-Amer icons of Chicago 
Proletarian Party, of America 

Protestant War Veterans of the United • States, Inc* 
Provisional Committee of Citizens for Peace, Southwest Area 
Puertor.riquenos Unidos (Puerto Ricans United) 

Quad City Committee for Peace 
Revolutionary Workers League 
Romanian-American Fraternal Society 
Russian American Society, Inc • 

Sakura Kai (Patriotic Society, or Cherry Association- 
composed of veterans of Russo-Japanese War) 

Samuel Adams School, Boston, Massachusetts 

Santa, Barbara Peace Forum 

Schappes Defense Committee ' 

Schneiderman-Darcy Defense Committee. ..** ■ 

School of Jewish Studies, New York City. -.. r , ~ 

Seattle Laboti School,, Seattle, Washington 

Serhian- American. Fraternal Society 

Serbian Vidovdan Council 

Shinto Temples * , 

Silver Shirt Legion of America. ' ' 

Slavic Council of Southern California 
Slovak Workers Society 
Slovenian- American National Council 
Socialist Workers Party, including American Committee 
for European Workers 1 Relief 
Socialist Youth League 
Sokoku Kai (Fatherland Society) , 

Southern Negro Youth Congress 

Suiko Sha (Reserve' Officers Association, Los Angeles) 

Tom Paine School, of Social Science, Philadelphia, Pennsylvan 
Tom Paine School of Westchester, New York 
Tri-State Negro Trade Union Council 
Ukrainian-American Fraternal Union 
Union of American Croatians 
Union of New York Veterans 
United American Spanish Aid Committee 
United Committee of Jewish Societies and Landsmans cha ft 
Federations, also known as Coordination Committee of 
"Jewish Land smans cha f ten and’ Fraternal Organizations 
United ‘ Committee of South Slavic Americans 
United Harlem Tenants and Consumers Organization. 

United May Day Committee 

United Negro and Allied • Veterans of America 
Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade 



«% • • 

Veterans Against Discrimination of Civil Rights Congress 
of New York ,(See Civil Rights Congress') 

Virginia League for People's Education ( See Communist 
Political Association) 

Voice of Freedom Committee 

Walt Whitman School of Social Science, Newark , New Jersey 
Washington Bookshop Association 

Washington Committee to Defend the Bill of Rights 
Washington Committee for Democratic Action 
Washington Commonwealth Federation 
Washington Pension Union 

Wisconsin Conference on Social Legislation 
Workers Alliance ( since April 1936) 

Workers Party , including Socialist Youth League 
Yiddisher % ultur Farband 
Young Communist League 

Yugoslav-American Cooperative Home, Inc • 

Yugoslav Seamen's Club, Inc • 
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Office iSfoff&anduin • united si9|^ government 



TO 



ntOM r 



SUBJECT : 




Mr. Tolson F 



h, T. Harbo 



BUREAU ACTION ON REQUEST 
OE SAC GODFREY, SMI JUAN, 
ASSIGNMENT OF ASUDUNTANT 
ON 



DATE: 3/11/54 



BACKGROUND: 



SP£CIJU $ m /J'jyo 




vw« 



In conne ction with an inuolved Fra uu Against the 
Government matter, I i et al, SAC Godfrey, 

San Juan, by telephone on March 5, 1954, and by radiogram 
March 6, 1954, furnished information regarair.g a request node 
by Special Assistant to the Attorney General Isaiah Matla ck 
for assignment of p thoroughly capable accountant with considerable 
experience as a witness, who' would, be able to st..nd up under the 
most severe cross ''examtnuti . n, SAC Godfrey aavi3ed the only 
available accountant, Thomas J « Wilkes, did not, in his opinion, 
meet the requirements by reason of his limited experience as a 
witness * Supervisor J . C , Stokes coordinated the Jnformation 
receiued from Godfrey and prepared a aeworandusj, ^¥ons to Rosen, 
dated 3/8/54, and, recommending that one of -three nigped accountants 
be sent to San Juan for a period of approximately *hree weeks to 
handle the particular inquiry desired by Mailacfr aftti to appear as an 
expert witness . This recommendation was approved, tiftt the Director 
inquired 1 about why Wilkes was not qualified qft‘e% bejng in the Bureau 
seven years 9 and also raised the question .as ’to.'the'tprogran of develop- 
ing accountants A separate memo has been _ 

ACTION TAKEN: , 



n 



M7- 

as to qual ificaitonsl-of^Age ht - Ki l k es 



/3*> r 



reBtfr^ets* -been handle <Ljj, 

Trtrining^and Inspectiojff 



This inquiry/on the part of the D 
by separate memorandum, but in doing so the . 
division found that, accor4ing to all records available at the 
Bureau, Wilkes 
types of Bureau 
and that SAC UcGwain* had rep 

Two inspection report^ indicated Wilkes was f7n.TIy^itaitft}etif ,i '' 

* it '* 




Explanations were* requested frou all Invest ttQatioejtyivis ton 

the memorandum prepared by Stokes 
Wilkes was not t cheqUcd -t92^ e ^ ersli Rj 
■he records of the Administrative 





cc: Mr. Glavin (Attn: M, L . WrMrds ) ~ 
h»J?ntire program as to developing accountants will be submitte1%to< 
j ) Execu tives Conference for consideration March 18. J'* 






reports covering officer where Wilkes was assigned were not 
checked to determine whether Wilkes was fully qualified (4) What 
inquiry, if any , was ma<ie to deternine the validity of -the 
conclusion of SAG Godfrey that Wilkes was not qualified * 



Supervisor Stokes explained the case is on important 

oncj %hat it is a complicated controver$ii5i~ifi&tter in which the 
.bureau has a considerable investigative interest , that he did not 
checrc the personnel fil&s or other Bureau records regarding 
Wilkes qualifications ; because of the opinion expressed by Goafrey * 
who was on the scene, had conferred with Special Assistant to the 
Attorney General Matlacfc as to qualifications reoutred and that the 
Bureau should therefore follow the recoranendatiohs of Godfrey * 
Further, that he was influenced to accept Godfrey's decision by 
rea f f on 9/ the foe* Vilk&s was recommended for a letter of censure 
on Jarch 3, 1VS4, for improperly handling a Fraud Against the 
Government case . 

, . Supervisors William J * Hurley and George W, Cha : .pelear, 

who approved Stokes memorandum , concurred in the comments of 
Supervisor utokes* Section Chief C. A. JEvans said the action was 
Z a ** n kis direction and instructions and agreed with Stokes . 

f; Augo Wintcrrowd said Jie concurred in the foregoing and added 
that while inspectors' re^or ts indicated W ilkes had aopeared as an 
expert witness, the fact remains that \he \ I case is an exceedingly 
involved one of great magnitude, that SAC Godfrey has been fully 
cognisant of the case since its inception and that, in his opinion, 
v as fully qualified to make recommendations in this matter . He 
said he went along with mthe recommendation in the interest of 
iXP.e dating the investigation and in the interest of handling it 
properly* he said he had no reason .whatsoever "to doubt the 
sincerity of Godfrey's recommendations. 

CON CL USI PUS : 

rn . e , . 2 * The Bureau records, regarding the qualifications of 
ll 1 * were not checked prior to submission of the recommendation 
that a nan be sent to San. Juan on special assignment for approximately 
three-weeks’ period* ■ 



. . Had the Bur eau records been checked it would have been 

carried as fully qualified, and it would have been 
necessary to have consulted with SAC Godfrey regarding the basis for 
ms conclusion * v 






3, No conclusion can be reached as to whether a man 
would have been sent to San Juan if the explanations had been 
secured from Godfrey, who is to cease duty March 19, 1954 • 



.Inspector Nugent points out that the investigation was 
one deserving of immediate attention , inasmuch as there was 
barely enough time to complete the required work by the trial 
date , 



I 1 Agen 
I f thrv 



The Bureau has been put to the expense of sending an 
Agent on special assignment to San Juan to serve or. per diem 
throughout this investigation , 



RECOMMENDATIONS : 



I. Supervisor J , C.Ystohcs, Investigative Division 
censure . /'^ ^ 

/) iLstf *****-" 



2, Unit Chief William J.YlIurley c ensure* 



3. Supervisor in Charge George W^hShappelear censure, 

o. ^ *1 '» 1 I * 



fa# / u 



• ^ 



\ 

4* Bection Chief Courtney A, (Evans (Accounting and 
Fraud Section) censure, ~ _ /' 



3. E , UugopWinterrowd 



rrowd, Divisi'ojial No, 1 Man censur e, 

- s -fyr — ^ 



s 



6, Assistant Bireotor A,YRosen t ,,,,no action, inasmuch 
aa his explanation has not been obfffined, because he is on 
sick leave . A tickler has been set up to obtain his explanation, 
following which a recommendation will be submitted . 

_ . A e* y' v *‘ 

✓ I j /” ^ I ,/ 






7. A letter go forth to SAC axlsan Juan con 
inadequate justification for his conclusion in this in 
This letter will help guide new SAC Crosby . 



Juan concerning 
this instance. 







Bkisr Of ALL PEB&OrXSL ATTACH SB EXCEPT THOLE 0 }' EVAUS 
AND WIRTERROWB, INICH ARE ALREADY IN THE BIRECTOR 1 S 

orrics. 



- 4 - 










TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT : 



MR. TOLSON 



J. E. EDWARDS 



V UNXlTC 0 S?l^ 



PATE,: ; . March 3:, 



HAROLD JOSEPH GIB 301$ 
Ant i -Racke te er inn | 
Labor Management 





V Iracy — ~ 

J \ 6 w«r - — - 
iiofcf.— 
Wt«ierrowd 
t*le. RpOM^i; 



:■ A^0^^mEMT'':--bX- -&■. ■ SPM'-C-I A L AG&UT- ACCOUUTAHTS 

c:i , - .v'- : TO ffrl LOVISf DIVISION -ON SPECIAL ALSIGHMMT 

-The' : menprc ndtiw A r • i W interroyjd , ho. 1 Man in tkefoft 

Investigative Li vis iohj r i: :. : Mrf Posen.-datedMarch 2, 103>1, advised of 
the need for the immediatefds^i gnmentdf\&- dddi t ional Special Agent 
Accountants to the St . Lo uis. pi vision, t o assist in the investigation: 
involving. Harold Joseph- Gpkhons , Anti-Racketeer : nc: , - Labor Management 
case. The me no r a n i< t a Id.pfih'iicctsd'R'iLe desirability of ascertaining 
ho : .j soon, the- Hor.-.ston D i gist .on '{might: he able to r-.e.lecse- Specie 1 Agent 
Accountant Lero-fR. J[i rkpatri ($£, ' St.iRLo ui s Divisionj oho has been 
assisting in t'.e Loi'stivnr Division, on the investigation of the Brown < 
and Root case. | 

Each of t he follov^ing offices yiere tele ahonically instructed 
cn /'ore A 2, 1334 , to imtiediat^ly send Special Agent Accountants to 
the St, Louis Division and teletype replies have been received advis- 
ing that the following Agents iwer're scheduled to report in St . Louis 
today, March 3: ' I • 



SAA » i Ibe rt w. l\Sm th 
SAA Frederick J. pfonergan 
SAA Vincent H.'tLammer s 
SAA 



SAA 

SAA\ 

SAA 



i: : 

i'j 



< «* 



Douglas Roderick?. 



■/n* 




■ ' -~3 


* "C. 








•-TO 


^ ■ 


t-f , M 

i m i 



Knoxv i lie 
Little Rock 

Louisville 

Kans is City 

Cincinnati SAA. Myron EfjtLight 

SAC^ of the Houston Division advised that it 
possible + o release Sped 4hj l £ A h e n t Accountant Leroy Ry Kir kprt^&p ick 
that e veni nr^ l; ,/'arch 2. Are nt\Kirk patr ick is scheduled to arrive Jn 
St. Louis -'•’’•'M'ngf '• ^ rZ u morn i nr of March 3 

tt /■> f$u t&jabSA-noteffil 1 the t far , Vin i eTpr ovYd, \ \ri 

and_ Rill arripp .^^fft. Louis k p t‘-dinro£imate Iff f’ ’’•b/. today 
to '"assume charge of the enptip ne^ r Rinpfs viga t ion. Vfc ^ ' /. 

' ^ ' ,J -1 ?1 

I ^ 



Jo 6 






■•*V s'il^v.TSpywWvtf-i-. 




cc' 



J&E faMc 




m.i **■**. k,? 



OJ'd&nSc 

ton ta^jpar 






uement Un it ) 
* t J 7 






March 25, 1954 



UmOMmVM FOB MB* TOLSQff 

; MB* BQABDMN 

, MB* BOSK® 

MB* WlMTEBSmit 
M7 L * V u ■ MB* kCASTEBMI 






4 Y - ■ ^ Y 



a*# mmum of 



answer ii 
Whitten 
but a r 
9/19/54 
i&e pro 







I m concerned about the delay whi eAj existed in 
g a letter dated 3/0/54 frm Congressman Jamie L* 
2Aie letter me received in the Bureau on 3/9/54 



ly me not delivered! to Congressman ffhttten until 
It to obvious that this Blatter did net receive 



[ It ie obVioue that th is matter did 
ipt attention that it deserved* 



It appeals that t^ol reply initially prepared to 
Congressman Whitten arrived in Mr, ffinterrewd ’je office at * T 
lOtQQ AM, March 15, but did not arrive in Mr, poardmn , s ~ 

Office until 2t33 PM, which me 1 hour 6 minutes after the « 
mil deodltne in Mr, Beatdmnro office* It tojoft too long 
for this mil to leave theylnvest igative Division] and the 
mail toad not sent to Mr* Seardman *s office in ti@e to met 
the deadline* Mr* Bcardaan should arrange to pisobntiniio 
the practice of resuming mil to the diuiaionl of origin 
solely because it me received subsequent to t«e deadline 
when no otAer reasons exist for having mil retyped or redated . 



my be received even after the deadline period L and 
inetanoa will mail be returned for retyping or\ redo 



no 

g when 



tme 

frm 



BDUtJcm 













MAR 2 5 1954 

MAIlfOM 



' | » 7}\A--U i & i <\SWL 

/ s;v 4v/^/^ 



1954 

IE8TI8MIE] 



j < 



I Mr, Scatter da y , by returning the document far 
r@ da ting without reading it substantially increased 
the delay involved <s this instance • 

I It is necessary that appropriate steps be 
talsen ybo see that all soli is handled promptly and 
that special emphasis is placed on the prompt handling 
of m $1 reoetved from Congressmen, 



Very truly yours. 

Ho Edgar HooTOS? 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 



i 



i 



- S =» 







TO , 



FROM l 



# 



Office M.eft20rdtuluPZ • united states government 



Mr, T olson 



R, T, Harbo 



DATE: 3/33/54 






SUBJECT : 



| et 42 

NATIONAL BANKRUPTCY ACT 
MAIL FRAUD 

ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION 






t 



SYNOPSIS: 



I 

J/X 



During the inspection of \the Accounting] and Fraud 
Section, it was found that I a bankruptcy case, BufUle 49-12701, 
had been improperly handled by the Houston Office \ and the 
San Antonio Office, Reports] submitted failed to reflect that 



certain persons contacted were exhaustively inti 
revealed other weaknesses, \ These reports were 1 
file without corrective action being taken by Si 
McGrath (now No, Ij Man to Section Chief C , A, Ei 
Chappelear (Supervisor in charge - Accounting Ur, 
the case since November 16, 1953, and did. not to 
correct the weaknesses which review of the file 
The initial report^ submitted by the Houston Offi 
several weaknesses was prepared by a Special Age 
limited experience Neither Mr, McGrath nor hr, 
any explanations for the deficiencies disclosed, 
the deficiencies should have been noted and cd rr 
He pointed out the I case had never been brought i 
of the No, 1 Man Winte rrowd ( general supervision 
Accounting and Fraud Section , nor to the attehti 
Director Rosen, ; 



RECOMMEND A TIONS. 



e exhaustively interviewed -and 
hese reports were initialed for the 
n being taken by Supe rvisor A, J, 
tion Chief C, A, Evans), George W, 
rge - Accounting Unit) has supervised 



take action 



review of the file would have disclo sedi 
by the Houston Office which contained 
ed by a Special jbgent (a) having only 
Mr, McGrath nor Mr, Chappelear offered j 
ciencies disclosed, Mr, Evans said 
been noted and corrective action taken, 
ever been brought to the attention 
general supervision over the 
nor to the attention of Assistant 



!• Albert J McGrath , . , Censure for hisfailure to 

recognise the weaknesses in] the investigations conducted by 
the Houston and San Antoniol Divisions and for hi s failure to 
provide an inexperienced Special Agent Accountant 'with proper 
guidance and training, ' j , — ■ i 






.r.DB'D - 



Nsrobejred 



Mg 



Attachment 8 J 

pc: Mr<> Qlavin (Attn 



w:mew 



\Edwa rd s 




i ,11 A i 1 ; 






# 






4 . H 9 l w 'JP ha PP e lM\r • • • Censure }or his failure 
to p ^ft ect the o6ou< ? \oeaknes$es after taking over as supervisor 
of this case and for his failure to call the Ltention of the 

by U ihat office ^ *** inade ° va °y °f ° 3-week Report submitted 

(ju 



** „ „ u ? 0U S tn /Z* A *'{ nuanB > * • Censure. nX Evans has been 

jZ%i °t tHe *? oounlrtng and Fraud Section since November 

4953 and as such exercises supervision over these matters . 

Y ■■ ■ i 



action «k ncl" Jht I l an Ear11 • • • fo administrative 

action since this case never, game to his attention . 



else nev\/Z$?ThUaii^^ “T™ 5 * nCe 



Handling oft^laZTnTkT^Mf 11 b * •• «• 



*»« at.^% ar H"* bpief • 



DETAtLS: 



Houston 



by [ 



w 




A bankruptcy case * fiufile 49~1S701 , j was opened by the 
Division ptior to May\ 13 s 1953 . The oase was supervised 



at the Bureau by Albert J . Ucfirath from its iriception until 



8. 1953 And sinc e \ then by ffeorgg 

I headed the 

I L _ 



November^ 

Inspectci 

case undid November 1953 and 
has been Chief of ihe Account 



The . first repo rt su 



j Chappelear. Former 
J which handled this 
since that date Courtney A. Evans , b6 
ing and Fraud Section j 



pmitted by Houston was prepared 
] \a Special 'Agent (a) with on t ly limited 
experience , under date of Augiist 7, 1953. This report has a 
number of deficiencies principally concerned with the failure 



whether 



all the information in the 
ng interviewed. \Illustrative of 



to obtain or at least report 
possession of the persons bei 
this isjtbe fact one witness 
$ 500,000 worth of Merchandise 
bankruptcy. No details were 
that the subjects had knowledge of various lo 
stored in warehouses around Houston. If the i 
obtained, any details concerhi 
them. Representatives of the 
lose sorae $150,000 1 in this ca 
issued fly the bankrupt and da 
bankruptcy which tfyere is eye 
report does not disclose thdt 



A later report submitted by the San 
sets forth on interview with p public accounta 
he turned' "t he boo } fs and records over 
family .' f The report does not 



iso id that between 
was unaccounted 
reported. This si 



fig this allegatio 
principal credit ij 
se furnished a fi 
ted only a few woj 
ry reason to beli 
inquiry was made 



$ 300,000 and 
for since contemplated 
ame person alleged 
ts of merchandise 
nterviewing Agent 
n, he failed to report 
or who stands to 
nancial statement 
nths prior to 
eve i3 false. The 
to determine 



credit was .extended biased on this statement. 



books and records were turned 
identity. 



of the person involved. This public accountant may have 



prepared the financial statem 



mentioned above . The revort does 



in this 
an y wo rk ) 
re co rds. 



the file 



ents furnished to 



regard nor does it s 



ing papers he might have prepared from 



Both of the above-mentioned reports 
by SA(a) Albert J. MpGrath without af 



to a mem 
indicate he was 
over nor does it 



tate 



not indicate 
that he was 



Antonio Division 
nt. This man said 
ber of the \ \ 

j questioned as to what 
reveal the 



b6 

b7C 



the creditor as 
he was questioned 
'questioned as to 
the books and 



were initialed for 
firmative action. 



I 




-^‘7 



i 



■^i -r*Lr. ^ »: *>K*v-Vy _p .^ 







i 



I One report has been submitted by the Houston Office 
3ince this case has been supervised by Supervisor in Charge 
George If. Chappelear. This pas a 2-week report which is considered 
incomplete since it does not, set forth all of the investigation 
to be performed and does not contain a proper estimate of the 
time required to complete the investigation. \ 



, S.4 McGrath offered, no explanation except he agreed the 

Houston j Office and the San Antonio Office should have performed 
investigation as suggested in the case write-up . Mr. Chappelear 
agreed tjind said he had supervised the case since November 18 s 1953 . 
Mr. Evans pointed out McGrath had many special assignments while 
he was handling this case but agreed this case should have had 
more aggressive supervision dnd that the delinquencies should have 
been caught. Mr. Evans also vointed out no memoranda were prepared 
in this case and that it nevdr came to the attention of 
No. 1 Mqn Winterrowd (who hacl general supervision over the 
Accounting and Fraud Section) nor to the attention of Assistant 
Director Rosen. Mr. Winterrowd agreed with Mr. Evans * comments 
and Assistant Director Rosen concurred. 



I 



I 



I 



1 



i 



I 



l 



I 



O 



4 







^TAna&rd .^prm 88 
\Rer. Aue. 1950) 
hOMV^lTD »T 

x* or xxx Bwit 
/SxofutA^ 



PORT OF MEDICAL EXAMINATIOI 



l|^t5T NAME— TIRST NAMt-MtOOU NAME 

WINTERROWD, E. HUGO 

4. HOME ADDRESS {Number, street or RFP, city or town, tone end State) 



2,'GRApE AND COMPONENT Oft POSITION 

SPECIAL AGENT 



4. HOME ADDRESS {Number, street of BED, oky or town, tom and State) 5. PURPOSE Of EXAMINATION 

.ANNUAL 

7.kx r iiwot " TOTM.'yRS.'oOVT.' SWVlCS Ml deFMTMENT, AStlMCr. OR .soviet " HI. ORGANIZATION UNIT 

Hale I White | MIUTm 1 qvajw 1 

12. jwti or *»th ix flacc of ckth u. name. ROATioNSHtA. and address or next of wn 

$-23-16 Ft. .Wayne Indlan4 

15. <3^NING T fA<^TY WjpCAM^^ \ t*. OTHER JJ^CWWATIQN ' 

UNMC- Bethesda ' [_ | _ 

17, <UTHM& Oft SPECIALTY TIME IN THIS CAPACITY; TOTAL L*$T SIX 

a, | U ir«i rvAiMATtriM I NOT£S.~l>e>scrt£>+ every ebnormetity in detoiL {Enterpertinent . 

LLIN1LAL fc¥AlvAiiUI , i I ? eonff'nue in rfen* 75 suxf vie fonet «Aee#« 



3. IDENTIFICATION NO. 

A' date or EXAmWiTION 

4 - 9-54 



XE7KT 


(CAecJc each item in appropriate co/- 
t/mrt: enter “AT. E. # * iY no# era/t/a#e</> 




IS. HEAD. PACE. NECK. AND SCALP 




IS. NOSE 




20, SINUSES 




21, MOUTH ANp THROAT 




9* r «•! M-^Afwren (/*i. <* «K,#smi«4p) (A^Aior 1 * 

22. EARS— GENERAL ^ Uv 7 am*d7i) 1 




23. DRUMS {Perforation) 




*«• no-Mmu. isrirs: ssssr 




25. OPHTHALMOSCOPIC 




25. PUF&S {Equality and reaction) 




27. OCUIAR MOTIUTY ‘STSSSS? ~~ i 




25. LUNGS and CHEST {Include breasts) 




29. HEART {Thrust, size, rhythm, sounds) 




30. VASCULAR .SYSTEM {Varicosities, ctcj 




31. ABDOMEN AND VISCERA {Include hernia) 


'32. ANUS AND RECTUM 


33. endocrine System 


34. G-U SYSTEM 


35, UPPER EXTREMITIES S^o** r *^ #/ 



TIME IN THIS CAPACITY; TOTAL LAST SIX MONTHS 

.^Describe ever? Abnormality in detail, {tint ft pertinent item number before each 
wwnwrtf : con# in ms in jtem7$ end vs* odditfonef gbeeta if necessary,) 



37. LOWER EXTREMITY *>**>*) 

, 3$. SPINE, OTHER MUSCULOSKELETAL 

^ mHT ffYWG BODY MA RK& SCARS. TATTOOS 

X " 40. SKJ^ LYMPHATICS ' " 1 

*~3C“" 41. NEUR OLOGIC iSyuMbrium U*U »nd<* Horn 7f> 

42, PSYCHIATRIC ^ wj*r*onality donation) 

Females only ~ { Check low done) 

\ 43, fgVlC □ VAGINAL D RECTAL | 

44, dental {Place appropriate tymbot* above or below number of upper and lower teeth, respectively) 

&ir*RcstortUe teeth X ,-~Mwsina teeth {d X fi . — bri 

*L**Jfw vestorable teeth - XXXs— ’Replaced by dentures J """ fowZtwfe < 



43.rn.VlC 



(Conf/n^a/a item 7T) 



_ X ,— Missing teeth 

XXXf^Seplaeei by denture* 



teeth, respectively) 

<$ X 6rid?«, 

~ J ■■■'" inclose abutXpmjr'lf: 



REMARKS AND ADDITIONAL DENTAL DETECTS AND 
DISEASES 



10 


U 


X 

12 


13 


14 


15 


X L 


23 


22 


21 


20 


19 


1$ 




0 








X 




wm 



Type III 
Class 2 






is - 




LABORATORY F1N0IX« 



44. CHEST X-RAY {Place, date, j Urn number, result) 

NEG i 



SO. OTHJEA TESTS 




MCASOKEMENTS AND OTHER FMOtNGS 



$1. WEIGHT 

73h" 



52. WCJ4KT 

181 * 



5X COLOR HAfiR 

Brown 



$4. COLOR EYES 

Brown 



lli 

FT 



SIruild. 

SLENDER MEDIUM HEAVY OBESE 

O BOO 



50. TEMP. 

Normal 



57. RLOOD PRESSURE (Am at heart level) 



58. PULSE (Arm et heart level) 



SYl 


B!@i 


RECUM. 


SYl 


standing . 


SYl 


g 




gcgnumjrnM 


RECUMBENT . 


DtAl 


89 


•RENT 


DIAl 


<8 min) 


DIAl 


Bi 


II 


■Hi 





SITTING 



after standing 

) MIN. 



51 



distant vision 



60. REFRACTION 

tr " Lens x " ' 



51. 



NEAR VISION 



RIGHT 20/ lOQ COR R. TO 20/ 25 



cx 



CORR. TO 



•Y 



LEFT20/ 7Q CORR. TO 20/ 20 



*y Lens i 



cx 



CORR. TO 



*Y 



62. HETERORHORlAi 

(Specif? distance) £$• 



IX" 



R. H. 



UK 



PRISM DlV, 



RWSMCONV, 



PD 



63. ACCOMMODATION 
RIGHT LEFT 



66. FIELD OF VISION 



64. COLOR VISION (Tut need and remit) 

AOO 19U0 Normal 



67, NIGHT VISION (Tut need and score) 



65. DOTH PERCEPTION 
(Teat need and a core) 



jUNCORRECTEp 



CORRECTED 



61 RED LENS 



68, INTRAOCULAR TENSION 



70. 



HEARING 



RIGHT WV 15 7«SV 
left WV 15 A5SV 15 m 



1 71 AUDIOMETER 


1 


LZ 


350 

§58 


500 

i/f 


3000 

toti 


3000 

§048 


5000 
J 898 


4000 

4698 


sooo 

8t» * 




n 


- 


























* 









72. PSYCHOLOGICAL AND PSYCHOMOTOR (TVrff need and score) 



71 NOTES (Cowfwtwtf) AND SIGNIFICANT OR INTERVAL HISTORY 



PA, LAT CHEST: l|-9-54 

The chest Is within normal limits. 



J. W. PRIES, LT MCUSN 



(Vie additional eheeti of plain paper if necessary) 



74. SUMMARY OF DEFECTS AND DIAGNOSES (IM diaynoeee wkh Item numbers) 



71 RECOMMENDATIONS— FURTHER SPECIALIST EXAMINATIONS INDICATED (Specify) 



77. examinee (Check) -t- ~ r ■ _ ' T J ” T 1 

S»NOT CUAL,r,toroft strenuous physical exertion and use of 

71 IF NOT OUAUFftDT frCM NUM 8ER ^ 171 ' ' * 



mm 




mm 


89 


89 




189 


■ 


Hi 


89 


89 


881 



76. 



PHYSICAL PROF8LE 



PHYSICAL CATEGORY 



79. TYPED OR PRINTED NAMEjOF PHYSICIAN 



SIGNATURE 

s /CR *JP-« JKass, 



80. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSICIAN 



SIGNATURE 



81 TYPED OR printed name of DENTIST OR Physician (Indicate which) 



SIGNATURE 



s/ A. T. Smith 



82. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF REVIEWING OFFICER OR APPROVING AUTHORITY 



SIGNATURE 



NUMBER OF AT. 
TACHEO SHEETS 



iOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 1 I95?~0-2434IJ 14-* *22S4- 1 















































Date 



•tLOSUftg 







May 11, 1954 



PERSONAL AM) COgSltmETfAl 



Mr* E* Hugo Winterrowd 
Federal bureau of Investigation 
Tashington, P< C* , 



Pear Mr* Winterrowd* 

A careful review and analysis has been made of the 
explanations submitted for the excessive delay in handling a 
memorandum and correspondence to the Attorpey General re- 
garding the subject of Escaped Federal Prisoners , and you 
are considered to have been derelict in your failure to 
properly follow upon the handling of this item to insure 
its expediting * It is noted that you held a conference with' 
certain of your subordinates at approximately lit 00 a*m * on 
May 4, 1954 , at which time you issued instructions regarding 
the handling of the matter* However , the finished product ,* 
did not reach the office of the Aseistant to the Director 
until two days later* It appears that the delay was occasioned 
by the fact -the memorandum was revised twice and the out- 
going correspondence was retyjped four times* This is absolutely 
inexcueable and reflects most unsattsfaotory administration SB» ££ 
your part* ’ 5 ~ 

, * “n S 

It will be absolutely necessary for you fo take. Am* 

mediate steps to correct the existing procedures so .that tn z ■*_ 
the future delays such as this will, not occur, //J 1*4 i tj 2 , 

W &*>£;** 

Tory truly yours, -■ -i § 

j 



3 -S3 



j. Edgar Hoove* • - 

'John Edgar 1 



c c- Mr* Rosen (Persbrf’al^Wttention, 



'&,-y 



h & 

V 

sv \2 



KPrc! ( <, 

MAiLib" 



MAY Jl .3 1354 



J, s l.l. li 13 IFiVteKM.m 









NARRATIVE COMMENTS 



Ni.tr* Hie' regulations require that OUl^ST A Nl)l N G ratings be supported by * sutentott in Writing jetting forth IN DETAIL the j*rformanre IN EV ERY 
\SH'( ’ I' .trid rhr KEAS< >NS for v^nsirlrring each worthy of SPECIAL COMM RN 1 > A T l< )N . 

UNSATISFACTORY rating* must be„ supijorted bv a statement in writing stating (1) WHEREIN the performance U ynsan:Tu tor>, <£> tfir facivol 
tlvftUday) PRIOR WARNING, and <;*) th* effort* made. AFTER THE WARNING TO HELP the. employee bring ins tvrformamce up to a 

satisLutorv leveL 











FD-X85A 
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PERFORMANCE RATING GUIDE * 
FOR INVESTIGATIVE PERSONNEL 

(For use as attachment to Performance Rating Form No. FD-185) 



Name of Employee B< V Ug ° Wln ^ err ? W ^ 



Special Agent 



Rating Period: from. 



71/53 . 3 / 31 / 5 *+ 



FATING GUIDE AND CHECKLIST 

Note: Only those item* having pertinent heating on employee’s performance should he raced All employees in same salary grade should he compared 

, , Rate items as follows: 

y Outstanding (exceeding excellent and deserving special commendation). . » 

y Satisfactory (ranging from good to excellent hut not sufficient to rate outstanding). 

— Unsatisfactory. 

. O No opportunity to apprise performance during rating period 
Guide for determining adjective rating < 

An Outstanding rating cannot he jgstif ted unless att elements rated are ‘plus’, and m addition, of course, snorting comments must comply with the requirements 
So IwS^t^fac^y^ ;^%^ti$factoty' rattngs are concerned, ft is in^ossiUe to provide a mechanical tamut* for 

marks because such would presume equal weight for a» elements rated. Good judgment must be exefc^tojnsure that the *§«^«**f 

tight of the elements rated. Air minus marks must be supported by narrative detail, and of .course, all "Unsatisfactory ratings must comply with the requirements as 

set out on the reverse of form Ff>JS5t 



(1) Personal appearance. 

, t^T,, r (2) Personality and effectiveness of his personal contacts. 

JlIm (3) Attitude (including dependability, cooperativeness, loyalty, 
enthusiasm, amenability and willingness to equitably 
share work load). 

(4) Physical fitness (including health, energy, stamina). 

(5) Resourcefulness and ingenuity, 

,t/y (6) Forcefulness and aggressiveness as required. 

(7) Judgment, including common sense, ability to arrive at proper 
^ ' conclusions; ability to define objectives. 

~^Ct (8) Initiative and the taking of appropriate action on own 
✓ responsibility, 

_ (9) planning ability and its application to the work. 

_ (l 0) Accuracy and attention to pertinent detail. 

—•^ (11) Industry, including energetic consistent application to duties. 
-f- (12) Productivity, including amount of acceptable work produced 
and rate of progress on or completion of assignments. Also 
consider adherence to deadlines unless failure to meet is 
attributable to causes beyond employee’s control. 
Knowledge of duties, instructions, rules and regulations, in- 
cluding readiness of comprehension and *know how' of 
^ application. 

Technical or mechanical skills. 



»~kL(i 



r-r,, f^nrr (lS) Investigative ability and results: * 

(a) Internal security cases 

— ~ (b) Criminal or general investigative cases 
— (c) Fugitive cases 
\d) Applicant cases 
-mm- (e) Accounting cases 
-J2— (16) Physical surveillance ability. 



— h<C(I7) Firearms ability. 

„ 0 a (18) Development of informants and sources of information. 

»■ (19) Reporting ability; ; 

, JfL (*) Investigative reports 

^^A)Summ^repoits^ 1 

‘ J^(c) Memos, letters, wires 

(Cbnsider.--— conciseness; --.clarity:— organization; 
-mm. thoroughness; ^iaccuracy;— « adequacy and perti- 
nency of iead^ administrative detail) 

(20) Performance as a witness, 

(21) Executive ability;. 

>v^/a) leadership 

j^Tb) Ability to handle personnel . 
j^T(c) Planning 
j^(d> Making decisions 

Assignment of work . 

Training subordinates » 

^^(g) Devising procedures 
Emotional stability 
Promoting high morale 
Getting results 

.Qm (22) Ability on raids and dangerous assignments: 
a — 1 (a) As leader 
-mm (b) As participant 

(23) Organizational interest, such as making of suggestions for 
^ improvement 
...I/m (24) Ability to work under pressure. 

.. (25) Mi^Uaneous, Specify and rate: 

1/^ Dictation ahihty 

Automobile driving ability 



A. Specify general nature qf assignment during roost of rating period (such assecurity, criminal aja?|i«i» squad. ora, rerident Agent, supervisor. 

tor, etc.): _ Supervisor in charge of Criminal. Hatters (Number One Han.< 

the Division) 



R Specify employee’* most noteworthy special Ulent, (such as investigator, desk nun. research, instructor, speaker): - 

Desk Man - Administrator . 



C (1) Is employee available for general assignment wherever needs of service require? yfiS flf answer » not fyes*. explain in narrative comnjents.) 
(2) I, employee available for special assignment wherever needs of service require? . y~fi 3 j lf answer is not "yes’, explain in narrative comments.) 

D. Has employee had any abnormal ride leave record during raring period? _H£L (If so, explain in narrative comments.) 



ADJECTIVE RATING 



Outstanding, Satisfactory, Unsatisfactory 



ANNUAL PERFORMANCE RATING 
April 1, 1953 - March 31, 195** 



E. HUGO ' WINTERROWD 
NUMBER ONE MAN 

CRIMINAL SECTION AND ACCOUNTING 
AND FRAUD SECTION 
INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 
EOD BUREAU 7/1 5 AO 



Winterrowd has been assigned to the investigative 
Division as Number One Man since September. .1951* As such he 
has under his supervision the Criminal Section and the Accounting 
and Fraud Section of. the Investigative Division. In this 
assignment, he has done an excellent job, being attentive 
to detail, enthusiastic, earnest and desirous of properly- 
carrying out his assignments. Much voluntary overtime has been 
put in by him and he has handled his assignment in a most 
commendable manner. He is loyal, sincere and always attempts 
to do a good job. It is noted that he received a number of 
letters of censure during the rating period, In connection with 
matters under his direct supervision, relating to the handling 
of Fraud Against the Government matters, and the handling of 
accounting matters. He has also been commended during the 
rating period for having performed good work. 

In the light of the above, I believe that his willing- 
ness and zeal, his desire to perform his tasks properly, are 
worthy of the adjective rating which is given herein. I believe 
that he will continue to attempt to perform his functions in a 
commendable manner. 



Satisfactory 
Adjective Rating 



Mu) 

Employee *s 
Initials 



% •• 

S. M. WINTERROWD 6/23/5^ 

A. ROSEN 



As a result of the recent survey conducted by the 
Training and Inspection Division of the Accounting and Fraud 
Section t it has been reported that three Agents being utilized 
as Supervisors in this Section do not shov promise for 
advancement and lack the ability to aggressively carry out 
their supervisory assignments) thus necessitating their 
transfers. This situation should have readily been detected 
by you rather than having the Training and Inspection Division 
do it for you. 

The last efficiency ratings submitted by the Accounting 
and Fraud Section) vhich is directly under your supervision) 
did not reflect delinquencies as noted by the Training and 
Inspection Division, and inasmuch as this is directly under your 
supervision, 1 am holding you responsible to detect other situations 
vhich you have not detected in the past and vhich have developed 
under your immediate control. You must take steps to detect any 
such delinquencies. 



ABsW 




Tots on mi 
B oardman 
Nichols _ 
.Belmont ^ 

Mohf ,^ u1 
Parsons 
Rosea 
Tamm 
Sizoo 
Viaterrowd 
Tele, Room ** 
Holloman^,, 

£aidy T „ 






L 




i 

\ 

{ 

Mr, Tolson 6/17, /54 



R, T,. Harbo 



SURVEY OF ACCOUNTING AND FRAUD SECTION 
INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 




SYNOPSIS ,, r i 

Inquiry conducted by Inspectors H,C, Van Pelt, B, C, Brown 
and C* W, Stein in pursuance with Director’s instructions following 
weaknesses discovered in the handltng of - the case entitled, 

* Uintah and White River Bands of Ute Indians vs. United States, 

Court of Claim No, 45751, Court of Claims , n 

OPERATIONS : ' • , , 

' Section established November, 1953 , to consolidate 
Accounting Unit, Bribery and Fraud Unit , and Selective Service and , 
Veterans Administration Unit and effect closer coordination of 
related violations. Has estimated 12,500 cases pending in 34 
classifications, principally in Accounting, Anti-trust, Civil, ' b6 
■Fraud and Selective Service categories , Headed by Section Chief 
Courtney A, Evans, assisted by #2 Man A, J, McGrath and three Super- 
visors-in-Charge, (l) G f W, Chappelear of the Accounting Unit, which 
has six supervisors, (2) W, J, Hurle y of th£_Bri_^er]t and Fraud Unit , 
which has eight supervisors, and (3 ) I | of the Selective 

Service and Veterans Administration unW, which Has five supervisors. 

Prior survey in March, 1954, made by Inspector I, S, Nugent 
at which time all pending accounting investigations were reviewed and 
recommendations made for improved operations. Current survey shows 
history of six unfavorable incidents in past s'i t x months involving lax 
supervision reflecting upon the administration of the Section, 
Administrative .organisation of Section found to be generally sound, 
and the weaknesses in the above-mentioned cases appear to be the 
result of human failings to the extent that a change of leadership 
and more aggressive supervision seem , warranted. 




Attachments 

HGVPidh 

cci Mr, Rosen 

Mr, Boardman 

Mr, Mohr (Attnt H, L, Edwards ) 




cci SOG Personnel Ftless 
L,A, Baker 
P, C, Call is 

H,M, Clegg k, 

A, Cornelius, Jr, 0 

C,J, Moran </ 

J,H, Carlson 0 

G, W, Chappelear, Jr 4 f 

C*A,jkuans 0 

jJWfrlnf merrowd S* ■ 

A, Rosen 

o' . ■ 




* 



During current survey all available supervisory personnel 
of Section , except two Agents supervising Selective Service inves- 
tigations , were interviewed and results made matter of record in 
their personnel files , Procedures set up in the section in pursuance 
with the Director's instructions following inspector Nugent's survey 
in March 1954, concerning the centralized control of accountants 
and accounting functions, were found to be satisfactory , Voluntary 
overtime for May 1954 averaged 2 hours 13 minutes and was found to 
be equitably distributed , The six unfavorable incidents which 
occurred during the past six months are t 

(2) jn November 1953 the Section prepared a memorandum for 

the Attorney General to enable him to publicly answer an attack 
against the Bureau in connection with the Obstruction of Justice - 
Bribery - Conspiracy investigation regarding Eugene Smaldone , et al , 
The memorandum did' not fully set forth pertinent information depicting 
the important and valuable work performed by the Bureau in this 
investigation although the facts went to the very heart of the 
memorandum to the Attorney General , Administrative action taken 
resulted in censure for Section Chief Evans, 12/8/53 , 

(2) Jn February 1954 serious inadequacies and weaknesses were 

disclosed on the part of the Houston Office and the .Accounting and 
Fraud Section in connection with a Fraud Against the Government case 
involving .Brown and Root , action taken resulted in b6 

censure for Assistant Director Rosen and Division NOf One ,Man ^7 

Vinterrowd, censure an$ probation for Section Chief Evans and 



Supervisor Uj Chaise ffuriei/. cens ure, probation and transfer for 
Supervisor \ \ as well as action concerning the field 

\ * i i 

(3) In March .1954 it was determined that the Houston and San 
Antonio Offices and the Accounting and Fraud Section had improperly 
handled a National Bankruptcy Act - Mail Fraud case involving one 
Mike Vitemb , Reports submitted failed to reflect complete and 
exhaustive interviews, and other weaknesses , Administrative action 
resulted in censure for Section Chief .Evans, Section No, One Man 
, McGrath and Supervisor in charge Chappelear., 

f ' 

t 

(4) In March 1954 the Accounting and Fraud. Section at the 
suggestion of the SAC at San Juan recommended sending a Special 
Agent Accountant to San Juan on special assignment in connection 
ja±±h a Fraud Against the Government case involving \ 

I et al. The Section was not in possession .of all the Joels 
t n is case to the effect that a qualified accountant was assigned 
to the San Juan Office already when the recommendation was made. 

This resulted in, needless expense to the Bureau, Administrative 
action taken resulted in censure for Supervisor J, C, Stokes, 



2 




V 



Supervisors in Charge Hurley and Chappelear , Section Chief Evans, 
Division .Ho* One Man Winterrowd and Assistant Director Rosen . 



(.5) On 3/3/54 SAC Milnes of St* .Louis was censured and 

placed on probation as a result of his deficiencies in handling 
the Harold Joseph Gibbons, Antirabketeering, Labor Management 
Relations Act case . Although no disciplinary action was taken 
against Seat of Government .personnel in this case, the Director 
and Mr* Tolson commented that ” This matter has not been vigorously 
handled , either at the Seat of Government or at St. Louis.” 

It was supervised in the Accounting and Fraud Section. 

(6) This unfavorable incident involves the following case 

wherein administrative action has not yet been, taken. 






CHRONOLOGY OF DEVELOPMENTS IN 
INSTANT COURT of claims case 



On 5/9/5k, Bureau memorandum sent .Salt Bake City trans- 
mitting copies of memorandum received from Deputy Attorney General 
William i P* Sogers requesting audit of .records of Uintah Irrigation 
Projects Ft* Duchesne , Utah, in civil suit against United States 
by two Ute Indian tribes alleging misuse of tribal funds in 
irrigation project , The Bureau's memorandum indicated tentative 
trial date of 6/2l/5kj instructed that inquiry be made and report j 
submitted by J/Hk/jk* Report of Special Agent Accountant (SAA) 
Leverette A* Baker 3/22/5k received 3/2k/5k showing investigative 
period of five days, describing records available and setting 
out leads for audit at Salt Lake City, Second report of SAA Baker' 
k/2l/j>U received k/23/5k showing investigative period of two days 
and estimating at least JO working days required to complete 
audit * Third report of SAA Baker 5/2a/5k received 6/l/5k showing 
investigative period of six days and again estimating at lea3t 
JO working days required to complete audit . 

Salt Lake City airtel 5/27/5 k also received 6/l/5k 
indicating improbable that audit could be completed by 6/2l/5k* 
Bureau airtel 6/3/5k sent Salt lake City advising investigation 
must be completed by 6/21/5k> requesting airtel explanation for 
delay and plans 1 for completion of investigation by 6/21/jk* 

Airtel reply 6/j/jU received 6/7/jk containing request for four 
additional accountants v Bureau teletype .sent Salt ■ Lake City 
a/S/Sh requesting explanations and recommendations regarding 
administrative action * 

Explanations received from Salt Lake City show (l) SAA 
Baker's report k/2l/5k should have contained investigative period 
of h/2-l6/5h} (2) His report 5/28/ 5h should have contained 
investigative period of k/l$-23, 5/3'"7 and l8-21/5ki (3) Responsi- 
bility for failure to set forth the correct investigative periods 
could not be resolved because the reports 1 were prepared from rough 
drafts which have been since destroyed ,* (k) Case .was under direct 
supervision of SAC Cornelius , who diverted SAA Baker from this 
assignment to participate in self-inspection of Salt Lake City 
Office 5/l0-lh/5ks and (5) &AA Baker found additional records 
5/21/ 5k and determined on that date that his prior estimate 
of 30 working days to complete the audit was inaccurate ♦ ASAC Clegg 
advisedj in SAC Cornelius ' absence, "No administrative action is 
recommended *" Although specifically requested to advise as to 
the exact investigative periods of SAA Baker's dbove-two reports, 
ASAC Clegg failed to clearly set forth such information and it 
was necessary to place a long distance telephone call to him to 
obtain same • 
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WEAKNESSES OBSERVED 



FIELD: 

(2) Special Agent Accountant Leverette A * Baker* ** *»»(a) Failure 
to ’take action from 3/21 until 5/27/5k in notifying Bureau the 
investigation could not be completed by 6/21/pk, after ^he found 
additional records 3/2l/3k and determined that his prior estimate 
of 30 days work remaining to be completed was inaccurate ? ( b ) Then 
informing the Bureau by airtel 3/27/3U instead of using -more 
expeditious means of communication's and (c) Subsequently advising 
the Bureau by airtel 6/5/5U instead of utilising faster communi- 
cation that four additional accountants would be required * 

(2) Belief Supervisor ] I **** .Approved the 6/3/3k 

airtel instead of using more expeditious means of communication in 
informing the Bureau that four additional accountants were needed 
to complete instant investigation , 

(3) ASAG Sober U* Clegg*** ** ,(a) Approved the 3/27/3I1 airtel 
instead of utilising more expeditious means of communication m 
notifying the Bureau that it appeared improbable instant investi- 
gation could be completed and a report submitted by 6/21/3U1 

(b) Failed to clearly advise the Bureau of exact investigative 
dates of SAA Baker's reports of h/21 and 5/28/5h os telephonically 
instructed by Inspector Tan Pelt 6/10/5h and, thus, put Bureau 
to unnecessary expense of another call to obtain such information / 
and (c) Failed to recognise above weaknesses attributable to 
Salt Lake City's personnel and recommend administrative action* 

(k) SAC Arthur Cornelius, Jr*.** *** * (a) Removing 'SAA Baker from 
instant investigation 3/l0-lh/3h to assist in self-inspection of 
Salt Lake City Office, and (b) Failure to sufficiently impress 
upon personnel of Salt Lake City Office the necessity of correctly 
setting forth investigative periods of reports and the importance 
of expeditiously notifying the Bureau of developments arising 
precluding the meeting of deadlines , and (c) Failure to sufficiently 
imoress upon A3AC Clegg the necessity for furnishing complete 
information to the Bureau, and to recognize^ personnel weaknesses 
and make .pertinent recommendation's concerning administrative action* 

SEAT OF GOVERNMENT : 

(l) Supervisor Christopher James Moran* **«**Fai lure to initiate 
sufficient and vigorous inquiry of Salt Lake City Office upon 
receipt of SAA Baker's report of h/21/3h to ascertain attention 
being afforded, instant investigation • > 

! i 

(2) Supervisor John Howard Carlson (a) Prepared airtel to 

Salt Lake City 6/3/3h instead of using more expeditious means of 





connunicati on in instructing that the investigation be completed 
and a report' be submitted by 6/2l/3kt und (b) Failed tc notify 
Section Chief Evans of this s ituation as he had been instructed 
to :do in natters of this type* 

( 3 ) .Supervisor in Charge George W : * Chappelear, Jr v .. ... .Failed to • ; 

initiate sufficient and vigorous inquiry of Salt lake City upon 

receipt of SA^'Raker's report of ' k/21/3k to ascertain attention 

being afforded instant investigation, (b) Approved airtel to 

Salt Lake City 6/3/5h instead of using more expeditious neons of 

communication in instructing that investigation be completed' and a 

report be submitted by 6/2l/3kj end (c) Failed to notify Section 

Chief .Evans of this situation as he ‘had' been instructed to, do in ; 

natters of this type* "(Recent prior history .shows (a) was censured 

3 / 16 /sh for failure to properly analyse request of SAC at San Juan ; 

for services of fully qualified accountant to be sent San Juan 

Office on special assignment for three weekq; it was determined that 

San Juan had such an accountant assigned to the office at the time 

the request was approved by Chappelear, and (b) was censured ■ . b6 : 

3/3l/5 k fog .failure to detect and correct weaknesses in the case cn- b7c 

titled | | ' et a J, Rational Bankruptcy Act Mail Fraud!!/? 

(k) Section Chief CoUrtney A* Evans. ***** (a) Weaknesses described : 

above attributable to personnel of his Section and (by Failure \ 

to follow through to insure that teletype requesting explanation 

from Salt Lake City was sent 6/d instead of 6/3/5k* (Recent 

prior history shows (a) was censured 12/8/33 for having approved a 

memorandum to the Attorney General prepared by a Supe rvisor under 

hi 3 his over-all supervision which did not fully set forth 

pertinent information depicting the value of work performed by 

the .Bureau in the investigation concerning Eugene Snaldone, et a lj 

the purpose of said memorandum was to provide the Attorney General 

With material with which to answer a criticism of the Department ; 

and the Bureau, (b) was c ensured and placed on probation 2/2k-6/h/5h 

because of failure to supervise properly the fraud against the 

Government case pertaining to Brown .and Root ( c ) was censured , 

3 / 3 l/ 5 k SfiZ- failure detect and correct weaknesses in the case bs 

entitled I I et a 1, Rational ‘ Bankruptcy Act, Mail Fraud, w b?c . 

and (d) was censured 3 /l 6 /$h for failure to properly analyse 
request of SAC at San Juan ’/or services of fully qualified ' : 

accountant to be sent San Juan Office on :sp,ectol assignment for 
three weeks ./ it was determined the San Juan Office had siich an 
accountant assigned to the office at the time the request was 
approved by Evans). 

(3) .Division Ro. 1 Man E* H. Winterrowd......(a) Weaknesses 

described above attributable to personnel under his control , 

(b) Failure to follow through to insure that teletype requesting 
explanation from Salt Lake City was sent 6/8 instead of 6 /$/5kt ond 



i 
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(;c) Latter case is the sixth in the past six months involving 
lax supervision reflecting uppri the administration of the 
Accounting and Fraud Section and it appears Winterroxd has not 
taken effective action to insure the proper functioning of the 
Section . 

(6) Assistant Director A, Rosen,,. ...(a) Weaknesses described 
above attributable to personnel under his control , and (b) Latter 
case is the sixth in the past six months involving lax supervision' 
reflecting upon the administration of the Accounting and Fraud 
Section and it appears he has not taken .effective action to insure 
the proper functioning of the Section . 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1, t Special Agent Accountant Lever ette A. .Baker, Salt Lake 
City, non-veteran, not on probation.* .. . .Censure and probation. 



2, Relief Supervisor 

veteran, not on probation* * ,,, .Censure. 



Salt Lake City, non- 



b6 



-7 - 





3, AS AO Meber M , Clegg , Salt Lake Sity, non-veteran (Director 

approved .attached memorandum of .H, L, Edwards 6/$/5h recommending 
AS AO Clegg's removal from probation but the .letter advising ASAG 
Clegg Of such action is being held in abeyance pending on the 
■Director 's consideration of this recommendation) 'Censure, 
continuation on probation and rescinding of action taken to remove 
him from probation concerning which he has not yet been advised , 



, 4 * SAC Arthur Cornelius , Jr,, iS a It .Lake Ci ty, non- 

veteran, not on probation, .,*. »Censure and probation, Suggest Holding 
in abeyance until personal explanation of fAC Cornelius in obtained* 
presently on annual leave driving across country Hack to 
Salt Lake City * Ml return to Salt Lake City 6/3S/S4* 



5 * Supervisor Christopher James Moran, Investigative 

Division, non-veteran, not on probation, ••••• Censure, 
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6, Supervisor John Howard Carlson, Investigative Division, 

nonveteran, not on probation* ,,,,,Censure and probation. 

When interviewed by inspector B, C, Brown, Mr, Carlson 
stated his wife and two children would be happier if he worked in 
a field division because his wife's health since moving to Washington 
has not been .particularly good} she has lost 20 pounds but since the 
doctor could not detect any specific cause Carlson has not brought 
this matter to the Bureau's attention or requested transfer ; he 
stated that, frankly, he would prefer field work and would accept 
transfer to any field office without preference and without paying 
his own way, inspector Brown felt that because of the important 
supervisory post occupied by Carlson in Accounting and Fraud Section 
he should be transferred to the field and be replaced by an Agent 
desirous of advancing in the service and having positive interest 
in Seat of Government supervisory responsibilities, 

Messrs, Rosen, Boardman, Callahan for Mohr, and Sizoo agree. 



7, Supervisor in Charge George W, Chappelear, Jr,, (&S-l4* 

Investigative Division, nonveteran, not on probation,,,, ,, Censure^ 
probation, removal as Supervisor in Charge and transfer to field, 
(This will involve reduction from GS-14 to CS-13,) 

Messrs, Rosen, Boardman, and Callahan for Mohr agree. 



6, Courtney A • Evans, (QS-14), Chief , Accounting and fraud 

Section, Investigative Division, nonveteran, not on probation, ,,, 
Censure, probation and removal, 

Messrs, Rosen, Boardman, and Callahan for Mohr agree , 



9 



9. Earll JSugo Winterrowd , No., 1 Man , Investigative Division 

nonveteran , not on probation,, .... Censure and Probation, 

Messrs, Rosen, Boardman, Callahan for Mohr, ' and Siaoo agree. 



10, A, Rosen, Assistant Director, Investigative Division 

Censure and probation, 

Messrs, Rosen, Boardman, Callahan for Mohr, and Sigoo agree. 



21. Three Agents not involved in any work delinquencies were 

recommended by the Inspector for transfer to the field as a means 
of improving the caliber of supervision in the Accounting and Fraud 
Section, A separate memorandum has been submitted as to these 
three Agents along with supporting write-ups as to each Agent. 



, I 

Permanent briefs are attached for all employees except 
Mr. Rosen. For the Director's convenience, separate memoranda are 
attached concerning each employee named herein, 

DETAILS 

All included in synopsis and in individual memoranda 
on employees named. 
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6 Memorandum • united states government 



TO i 



FROM t 



rOBJBCT: 



Mr. 1. V. Eoardman 



E. H.t Win terror 



ESCAPED FEDERAL PRISONERS 
(SECTION 751, TITLE 16, 
UNITED STATES CODE) 



1 ir-lH 1 1 ' 



. Hay 7, 195 1 * N&rrxa 

Cl i VI A — i'lBtfr 1 

/ 1 ^ Wy- 

M^Kr * 

teU* Koo« * 

y sizo 

/ Wi*« <**4y ^ i 



Attached are two detailed jnemoran^a of explanation 
relating to the delay In handling the memorandum for the Attorney 
(General in this matter. (This concerns the Attorney General’s 
Instructions of Hay 3, 195^, that we Investigate the escape 
'of two Immigration ana Naturalization Service prisoners.) 



The first memorandum attached is from Hr. Price to 
Hr. Rosen, pointing out that it took over a day and a half to 
prepare the memorandum and that there were two revisions. One 
was substantive In nature and the other was a revision occasioned 
llby the necessity of taking the memorandum out of the first 
/{person by deleting the use of the word "I.” 

The first revision was asked for on Hay 5, 195^, after 
.the memorandum had been submitted the evening before. I feel 
that this revision should have been called for on the same night. 
/Therefore , 1 believe Hr. Price Is responsible for this delay. 

■ ■ . ■<. ' ' : , ■ 

The next delay .results from a number of typographical 
errors not committed by any one stenographer or typist; therefore, 
there was no pyramiding of errors on -the 'part of any one clerical 
employee; however, I believe If Supervisor Lilly, who prepared 
the memorandum, had called this trouble to the attention of 
his superior or to my attention, the matter would have been 
expedited. 1 believe he should have been more alert in this 1 
matter. 

Finally, I fee) that 1 .had an over-all responsibility 
of seeing to It that this .matter be expedited. I was aware of 
■it, discussed it with Hessrs. Price and Lilly, and should have 
| seen to it that It was handled at least within twenty-four hours. 



By way of mitigation, i't did Involve a policy matter, 
but at the same time, ‘the memorandum should have been prepared 
sooner than it was, ' 'i S h 1'ffJ 






-W 

vji> ‘l» 1 



1 




Memorandum for Mr. Boardman 



\| Accordingly, 1 believe that a letter should be 

H directed to Messrs. Price and Lilly and myself, calling the 
^attention of each to their dereliction in this matter. 



i 

t ■ 

With regard to the stenographic situation, I have 
stressed to the clerical supervisor of the stenographers the 
necessity of all stenographers typing their memoranda properly 
In the first instance. It is realized that in preparing a 

1 memorandum for the Attorney General a neat typing job is in 
order and the stenographers strive for this; hovever, it is 
being stressed they should do this type of work on the Xlrst 
run of a memorandum. 

No recommendation .is being made for any administrative 
.action in connection with the stenographic errors in view of 
the fact that there was no pyramiding of typographical errors 
I by any one stenographer. 



I 
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Office Memorandum • 



TO 



ntOM 



fUBJBCT 



23®: DltiSGTOlt 

L. 






^•j/ 0 ardman 

ESCAPED FEDERAL PRISONERS, 
(Section 751 , Title 18, V. .V 



Pursuant to your instructions, attac 



explatiat to n concerning the delay in the preparati 
to the Attorney General f responding to his 






f/t) 

IN 




'ode) 



of a m err, or and urn 



or andum of 5/3/ £4 
gjQ s iv&d 



The Attorney General's memorandum ;.ras ~eq e i usd i n th*» 
M^t£Z: ^m 2£^±ll07 Z.mz^.jyOl, in Mr. &£>? p.tn*. 

5/g, in Mr. jjgj^asn _:.g . off ic c\ 8: j>. st . , 5/2* and by the $ 1 l'.v» of 

the Criminal Division at 7:72 p.m., 5/3/54. On 5/4/54 it ras received 
in Rosen 3 off ic e at 9: 1G a * m • , t, nd x n W i nt p+e -»«»>«* ..I ,... 

10:32 a.. 71. * " “ i 







"'I 0 o 

f the mjshor&ndum,. 



1 : lied 



m. 



a nd 



conference with ’-'essrs. Pr ic e and 
Cave Jnstruc t-ionji »•<* preparaii on of 



TUTy die luted the memorandum 



at 



7 c 

M *./ m y 



VI . 



/4. 




A study of the attached memoranda of Messrs. ihtPrroir-S and 
Price reflects that from the time the n emorundTum- v-a* dictated, at 

JO.CC — t- / a . -t ,1 , . . , . . _ * 






12:55 p.m., 5 / 4 , until the time it war received i. w<1> , „ w 
10:24 a.m., 5/6, hosen [§_ d iv is _ jc 3 irgs £LnC- 0 £.ed._ i~ ..u Pdj/er wajp. Prig. 4. 

me^orand unf aciO for re vie ion tJ£ ti’/^n, and the memorandum 
u:a /? ^type^^i^sej^rate times beqause of. -tgpo-j gj/.- h ic al errors. 

’ rr*i, j _ _* _ . t _ 

J ' ‘ ' very 



i:J 



« -hi& is a mV 3 i undesirable situatibxL^ JJ^ad a very vigorous Gi 
discuss ion w ith a r • win te rrowd (in th e at s enc e oyrp / j* 9 Rosen, a c no e rn 
ing the necessity for issuing explicit initial t^ufticcs to p erm i ^ 
ci ^ ura te co mp 1 ianc e 9 toe necessity fer making couplets revisions 
in the first ins tance. when such revisions a^e essential, to avoid 
the dupli sgiion oj effort not&^ herein* and the necessity f or closer 
^■dmtn i s trafJfae guidahee in the \ sien&<iTapHii r pool to m in imize^xc ess 
typify errors': ns above noted > there was a tw c-iuy delay/ attributed 

to matters that could have teen avoided under proper a^min is/Stratif#* 

a* 

RECOMMSXJjA T20N ^ '* ‘ 

i concur with 



J Lilly $ h o u 2 d have the i rd&rel i -q t x,o 
attention by letter • & L 

~'V<>* fay Pi ' 



r. : inter 

.Ji-Cti 

CP ** % u lr 





o</ VJ 



'iO/f 




■ i.C i;3 

jHp4ce"'Qnd 










copy -r 61* 



FROM: 

SUBJECT 



MR. ROSEN 



E. H. WINIERROWD 



June :9i 1 95U 



UINTAH AND WHITE RIVER , BANDS OF 
UTE INDIANS Vs UNITED STATES 
COURT OF CLAIMS NO. k$7$l 



This is submitted dn regard to ! the .attached memorandum from 
Hr* Evans to me in the captioned matter. Hr. EvanA* memorandum 
deals with the explanations of Supervisor J. H. Carlson, Supervisor 
in Charge C. W. Chappelear, and himself vrith respect to -the handling 
of this case from the time we received the airtel on June I, 1251*, 
advising that it appeared improbable that JSalt lake City could 
complete the audit by the trial date of June 21, 1951*. • 

t. 

While it is realized that both Messrs. Carlson and Cbappelear 
have advised it appeared no reason why the Salt Lake City could not 
submit a report by the required date and that it was only 
improbable that the date could not be met and, further, no question 
had been raised as of that time (June 1, 1951*} , the fact remains 
either one or both should jhave called this to the attention of Mr. 

•Evans. This observation is based upon the fact that not only .has 
Hr. Evans’but also I have issued instructions to the supervisors 
of the Accounting and Fraud Section that such action must be taken 
when matters of this nature .arise. 

* ' i 

With respect . to ay knowledge and handling .of this matter, 

I discussed -this with Mr. Evans between 5 and 5 : 30 P.M., J^ne 8, 

-and after reading the memorandum .carefully 1 requested that an 
implementation be made on page 2 of the memorandum in question. T^is 
was done by Hr. Evans and sometime around 6:30 to 6:1*5 F.M., 

Jtoe 8, 1951*, the revised memorandum wa gput ob my desk. 1 reviewed 
it and initialled it. .It had the next days 's dayte on it which I 
felt proper in view of the time. Thereafter, it is my recollection 
that I placed one of my routing .slips on it jraking a notation to the 
effect that the memorandum was dated June 9th and put the memorandum 
In the box indicated for Hr. Boardmana it is my recollection that 
I also placed a special -ta^ on it but did not initial the special 
tag in view of the fact the matter was dated -for the following day 
It may be that I had this intention and forgot to do itj however, -I 
think that I did jiace the special tag as a flay for attention on the 
-following morning, ,t may be that the special tag 1 affixed to the 
memorandum became detached while the mail was being bandied by. the 
messenger service. |( t * 11 ■ ^ [** •« /r? 

. / lather I neglected to put the special -tags an as % intended 
or wMtpferyat became detached in the handling of -.the mill by the 



EHW/rh' .• < 
CC HR. HOHR 



51 * .• I II 

* •» 



Memorandum for Mr. Rosen 



messenger service still does not excuse me -tor not .having personally 
delivered the matter to Mr* Scatterday. then there "would have been 
no doubts about it.. 1 did have in mind the urgency of the matter 
since 1 mentioned it to Mr. Scatterday ! this morning to make sure 
he had seen it. He had .already at that time reviewed it. 

i 

• RECOMMENDATION 

1. the first -time this matter was sailed to Mr. Evans 1 
attention was on the morning of June 8th. He took prompt action 
on it. furthermore., he had heretofore issued specific instructions 
to the men in his section t o' call such matters to Ms attention 
immediately. I d.o not -fell that he should be censured for these 
reasons. 

i i f * 

2. 1 do feel that both Mr. Chappelear and Mr. Carlson 
should have brought this to the attention of Mr. fvans acu-June 1st. 
.T^is was not done and, accordingly, I recommend that a letter be 
directed to each pointing out their dereliction. 
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STANDARD FORM NO. 04 



% 



Office TSA&WWYdndum • unitedstates government ^ 

ro , j/r. Tol8on dates 6/17/54 



DATE: 6/17/54 



FROM i 



SUBJECT: 



B , T, Earbo 



T»cy _ 

,, . 

Trotter 
Winterrowd «. 
Tele. *oo»-« 
Hottoaat 
Miss Gtldfa 



J ECT: jEMSIL tfMTO WlNTERROWl D ^.V. 

JW. 2 JM// MiMC “ 4 ’ 

INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 

NONVETERAN 

NOT ON PROBATION 

i 

In pursuance with the Director’s instructions a survey 
was made of the Accounting and Fraud Section in connection with 
weaknesses discovered in the case entitled " Uintah and White \ 

River Bands of Ute Indians vs, United States, Court of Claims I 
045751, Court of Claims, " 

1 Personnel under Winterrowd 's general supervision were 
involved in -the latter case as follows t (l) Supervisor C, J, 

Moran and Supervisor in Charge 0, W, Chappelear, Jr,, fd led to make 
inquiry of Salt lake City as to the attention being given instant 
investigation following receipt of Salt Lake City report 4/21/54 
showing a 2-day investigative period and SO days’ work remaining 
to be completed, (2) Supervisor J, E, Carlson and Supervisor in 
Charge Chappelear sent an air-tel to Salt Lake City 6/3/54 
requesting explanation for delay instead of using faster com- 
munication, (3) neither Carlson nor Chappelear informed Evans 
of this situation as they had been instructed to do in matters 
of this type, and (4) Section Chief Evans failed to follow through 
to insure that a teletype requesting explanation for. delay -at 
Salt Lake City was sent 6/8 instead of 6/9/54, In addition, 
Winterrowd himself failed to personally follow through to insure 
the latter teletype was sent 6/8 instead of 6/9/54, Be had no' 
excuse for same. 

Instant case is the 6th in the past six months' 
involving lax supervision reflecting upon the administration 
of the Accounting and Fraud Section and it appears Winterrowd 
has not taken effective action to insure the proper functioning 

No, 1 Man Winterrowd * censure ...... . 



cc^l Try^Rosen 9 

/ /M^Boardmn */ 

/ U Mr J Mohr (Att: H, L, Edwards) ^ — * 

S ' W, Sisoo a ^ , \ 

A A ylS 



s M *S' e mK„ 



ECvftemew 






Stint 98, 1954 



[) PStlSi 

Mr. jr* Hugo Winterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D. C* 



gear Ur. winterrowd; 

The Bureau has ears fully reviewed the foots 
developed regarding the handling of the ease entitled 
»Utntah and White Rivet Bands of Ote Indians vs* United 
States, court of claims Wuuber 45751, Court of Claius , n 
and it is obvtous this matter ioas not properly supervised 
in the Investigative Division . Tou were not only responsible 
for the over-all inadequate performance of your subordinates 
in this ease but in addition you failed to personally fol- 
low through to insure that a teletype requesting an sxplana - 
tton for a dslay at Salt Daks City was ssnt on funs Q, 1954, 
instead of on funs 9, 1954 « Ths complete inadequacy of 
supervision afforded this case in the Investigative Divi- 
sion is absolutely inexcusable and reflsdts most unsatis- 
factory administration on your parti During ths past six & ~ 
months a number of matters have arisen involving law super - m ^ 

vision in the administration of the Accounting and Fraud % ^ 

Section and it a* obvious you have not taken effective 'if 
action to insure the proper functioning of thte section * % ^ 

t 'P- 1 * ’ 

In visw*of your most serious derelictions you - g 

are being placed Vn probation • It is expected that you will take „ 
immediate steps to: insure that all employees under your super - ® ^ 
vision are fully aisars of their duties and that they completely 
carry out thetr assignments promptly and sfftatsntly in erdfi*, T7 o 73 
that no st mtlar delinquencies win^ocur* 67— / (fc £T { [ i J 

^^<^:°Zeavf Unit; Mrs . ffackerman/ferf/ truly 
Movement; Usilton \ / - ^ 



• ICr * Sosen ( personal A 

Nichols i 



iter ^mssmu 

Mohr-, ~~ Thi& 

fZ T.^yr period ojs'90 
;Tomm ^jsjjJbm i i* a jfjB Ayf 

JeU^ccm^ / r \r\] 

bottom* a ■ 



rsry fruit) 

J. Jd ^ r: 

John Sdgar {7^964 

Dir soffit ■TK&tLiJ&A mmiuuJ 



\ a j, ,j.i r 

zrsonol Atbon/tonJ * i 

. *u <• o U 1,,-: 'J° hn SdgarXrtlyeY 

j •'» i 4-f •*»’ Director 

^ 1 °yjA j¥vld‘ be closely 



P oe c ,- L03eJ -V e^wiseV -buxyVu for 

4?^«n9 expiration of that\pimVyou should 

™ P i ri t0 ^ mr »*** your 
^whether he should be removed from probation . 

CDI I v 4 * 



|g;$QMM - FBI 
’ ] tJUN2 319i>4 

: MAILED 31 
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Office Memorandum • united, states government 

o (l, y 

to : s. h. mrmmiw ..A/ date, 6/23/5V 



FROM : A. ROSEN 






SUBJECT: 



As a result of the recent survey conducted by the 
Training and Inspection Division of the Accounting and Fraud 
Section, it has been reported that three Agents being utilized 
as Supervisors in this Section do not show promise for 
advancement and lack the ability to aggressively carry out 
their supervisory assignments, thus necessitating their 
transfers. This situation should have readily been detected 
by you rather than having the Training and Inspection Division 
do it for you. 



umhUi .. 



The last efficiency ratings submitted by the Accounting 
Fraud Section, which is directly under your supervision, I) 



did not reflect delinquencies as noted by the Training and ' 

Inspection Division, and inasmuch as this is directly under your 
supervision, I am holding you responsible to detect other situations'; 
^which you have not detected in the past and which have developed 
under your immediate control. You must take steps-to detect im /*>// vH 
such delinquencies. j tf./U *L± - 



ARiW 




take steps4o detect,#^ | 

tSffl 



IS l 9 t 



ui:i" 








‘.FEDERAL BUREAU OF X 

INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 
, 1954 . 



"' 6-17 

TION 



.Mr, Rosen 
Mr** WInterrovd 
Mr . M alley 

.Mr . Alexander 
_Mr. Andersen 
Fir* . Boggan 
Mr. Bolz 
JMx* . B rugge m a n 
Mr . Coneys 
Mr • C onroy , L.E 
JMr . Cunmings 
Doerner 
EcLdLy 

F it zgibbon 
Frohbos e 
Gallagher 
Gebhardt. 

Mr . Green 
Mr. Haynes 
Mr. Held 
Mr . Hemphill 



Mr. Callan 
Mr . Evans 
Mr . Price 



Mr. 
Mr . 
Mr. 
Mr. 
.Mr*. 
Mr*. 




Howell 
Hughe s, E.H. 
H uxophx*ey a 
Johnson, C.D 
Jones , W.P. 
Keep 
Leggett 
Lilly 
McGowan 
Morgan , H. J. 
Myers 
Phillips 



.Miss Gronquist 
>ixT . Howe 
Mias Minner 
Mr. Mullery 
Mr . Quinn 
Miss Rupp 
Miss Watson 



Miss Burke 



Miss Harvison 
Wright 



Mis 
Mrs. Yates 
Stenos , 4704 

Typists, 4261 



Records 
Crime Statistics 
Forel m /Llaison Unit 
Ider^f Div. 

— Document Sec . 
chanical Section 
ecords Section 
Mr. Scatterday 



Place on Record 

and Return 
Please Redate 
[Please Handle 
Please Initial 
Please See Me 
Please Call' Me 








SURER VI SOR 









July 15, 1954 



PERSONAL 



Mr, E. Hugo Winterrpwd 
.Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Winterrowd: 



I want to offer my sincere con- 
gratulations and best wishes on the completion 
of your Fourteenth Anniversary with the Bureau, 
I hope these years have brought you as much 
satisfaction and pleasure as they have to us and' 
that you wilt be with us for many more years. 

Sincerely, 



j. Edgar Hoover 



jEH*EH:d 
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July 15, 1954 



Mr. John Edgar Hoover 
Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
U. S. Department of Justice 
Washington,, D. C. 

Dear : Mr. Hooveri 






Mr. 

Mr. Bo^rdman^ 
Mr. 'NichoJs-.«**-y 

Jklr* -Ko$^Q mmo'''’* 

: Mr. 

2dr* S *»* * 
:Mr. WinterrawdL 
Tele, Room—— 
Mr. Holloman— 
Miss Gandy — .. 



I want to express my appreciation 
.for your .note of July 1 £, 1954» congratulating 
me on* my Fourteenth Anniversary with the 
Bureau. 

It Is- certainly a source of deep 
gratification to me that in your busy schedule 
you would have time to write me. 

1 .want to assure you of ray , continued 
loyalty to you* and the Bureau and that I will 
do everything Ih»my power to be of assistance. 

Respectfully,. 



Huso • Winter rowd 
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ST<VMkH»MUN0ie4 



Office lAemvwndufn • united statePgovernment 



to « Mr* Tolson 



DATE: 7/9/54 



PROM » D* Maso 






Ki 






subject: EARLL HUGO WINTERROWD 

SPECIAL AGENT 

NO* ONE MAN , INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 
NONVETERAN 

PLACED ON PROBATION 6/82/54 



As No, One Mon of the Investigative Division Mr, 
Winterrowd is proportionately responsible for the weaknesses 
of the Investigative Division in connection with the recent 
Smith kidnaping case at Phoenix , Arizona, Mr, Winterrowd 
personally issued instructions to SAC Bryce following the return 
of the victim to the effect that Bryce should see that the press 
and police did not know that SACs Bryce and Malone were handling 
the investigation if at all possible, SAC Bryce pointed out that 
he was well known to law enforcement officers throughout the 
Southwest, It was known at the time that representatives of both 
the press and the police were at the victim's house , Bryce was 
at the house handling interviews. These instructions appear to 
be unrealistic, 

i 

Generally speaking , there was a lack of initiative , 
ingenuity t vigor and aggressiveness on the pa'rt of th"e Investi- 
gative Division in controlling and directing the Smith c ase _ 
investigation. There was a failure to show-fcrerzrtgTft in/ylannYugh 

| 67 -~ /j/h 

Mr, Winterrowd was designate® cl , Man m iji .the .* - — 

Investigative division on 9/5/51 and tcps allocated' to Grade U _ 
GS-16 on 7/20/52, Since 7/l/52 he hcS be< n fy'&htdredr ’17'^t'imes? '* 
placed on probation once and is p rescntit/ on probation , and has 
been commended twice, Mr, Winterrowgj has had approx i ma 
year and three months field ex perierfae an c has been v&sTt/nea^to 
the Seat of Government for the past 12 £ ytars ,WTSIt ShlteWe'd 1 

it would be desirable to furnish Mr, Winterr(wd m ruSSTETonaT^ 
experience and that he should be considered for SAC ~r r n rflirnr 
crfVgfi Bg or ASAC of a large office such as New York, This would 
not result in any change in grade or salary*. It is believed 
that the Investigative Division could be strengthened by Mr, 
Winterrowd *s being replaced by an SAC who has had wide experience 
in criminal investigations. This rotation would be in the best 
interests of the Bureau, 



1 been ity&H$ T dre& ’17'times/ 
:tit/ on probation . and has 
has had appxoxiwtelytcme 
• anc has been" assftrnea to 



Attachment 
cc - Mr, Mohr 



1,1 ' ' » <S 'fjtu 



a 



?/t?/rf 



Iff 




RECOmENDA TIONS ; 

1, Mr, Winterrowd be c ensured, 

4 



2 , Mr, Winterrowd be continued on probation , 



3, It is recommended that Mr, Winterrowd be transferred 
to the field as SAC of a large office or ASAC of an office such 
as New York where he would gain additional field experience. 



4, It is recommended that Mr, Winterrowd be replaced 
as No, One Man in the Investigative Division by an SAC who has 
had a wide background of supervision of criminal cases in the 
field. 
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BRIEF IS ATTACHED 







July 14, 2954 



personal am TT d NrrnruTiAL 



Mr * .E* Hugo wtnterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D* C • 



Dear Mr* Winterrowdt 

/ As a result of the inquiry made by two Bureau officials 
into (the ndnner in which the investigation of the kidnaping of 
Mrs * Evelyn vlnn* Smtth at Phoenix > Arizona, was handled 'ft has 
been determined that as "the Number One Man of the Investigative 
Division you were proportionately responsible for the serious 
weaknesses found to exist « Generally speaking there was a lack 
of initiative, ingenuity , vigor and aggressiveness on the part 
of the Investigative Division in controlling and directing this 
case and there was also a failure to show forestght in planning 

In addition, you personally issued instructions to Spe- 
cial Agent tn Charge Bryce following the return of the victim to 
the effect that Mr* Bryce should see to tt that the press and police 
officers did not know that he and Special Agent in Charge Malone 
were handling the Bureau's investigation if this was at all pos- 
sible* Such an instruction was clearly unrealistic in view of 
the fact that Mr* Bryce was well known to law enforcement officers 
throughout the Southwest, he was handling interviews at the 
vtcttm's home and it was known that both police and pressu repre- 
sentatives were there* g s* 

n fjl _ 

The dereltcttone in this case for which you wege 
personally responsible or in which you share over-all respopgt- 
btlity reflect meet adversely upon your work performance -fin^y our 
present capacity /and tt will be necessary for you to correct the 
deficiencies outlined above and take the neceseary precaytt&s 
to avoid similar shortcomings in the fut xw e y .jjl . 






v * r v 

4 . , 



Tamm *QQS \ 

Mr* Rosen ( Personal Attentijr$A 

ISP- - '■*’ T_sa£srif 



John Edgar woover, 
DMector ° 



MAILED 



54 JUU G' 1954 
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# I 



GRADE GS-16 



SALARY $12,200 



ON PROBATION 



ASSISTANT DIRECTOR ROSEN: 

Winterrowd has been assigned to the Investigative 
Division since September , 1951 , In my performance rating 
of him submitted as of March, 1954 , I gave him an adjective 
rating of satisfactory , He has under his supervision the 
Criminal Section and the Accounting and Fraud Section of 
the Investigati ve Divisidn, He has willingly expended 
voluntary overtime in connection with the handling of 
■bis assignments , He is sincere and loyal , He received 
a number of letters of censure during 'the last rating 
period and has since March received a number of .letters 
of censure in connection with the duties performed under 
his supervision , 

I called these matters to his attention and 
•there has been a tightening up in the supervision in 
the section , I believe that he will do a commendable 
job and that he should be retained in his present capacity, 

INSPECTOR BROWN: 

(■Inspector Nugent ) 

Mr, Winterrowd is handling a heavy volume of im- 
portant work. He is excitable and nervous but the Inspector 
did not observe any instances wherein these characteristics 
appeared to interfere with the operations of the Investigative 
Division, Since the inspections of the Accounting and Fraud 
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Section' there appears, to have been a general tightening up 
in supervision all along the line and the recent administra- 
tion of the Investigative Division . has been satisfactory . 

RECOMMENDATION : 

A. recommendation that 'Mr, Winterrotod .be removed 
from probation toas made for the consideration of the Director 
in the synopsis of the Inspect eonof the Investigative Division . 
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INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OP 
STOLEN MOTOR VEHICLE 
JBufile 26-186061 
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. a ponding case in which New Orleans is origin which 

ir rAnn^?V d< ^ dur *!? E inspection of the Investigative Division. A delay 
June I 19?f in that the initial report not submitted until 7 

Jun s .. > j_ 19^4 * &1 though original complaint received .Toniinr»v i < iqkJi 
investigation conducted January 13 and 15, i9SrimJ^5^5iQ5k U v« 
explanation apparent in Bureau file for deUyii £por«nf?' N ° b6 



SA 



y fl ^ * j m n> ." * iii n I i . ■ •• New Orleans, states work load 

to D .\tnr 7 

condition ‘hat r l a _ 2t l UJ L r ec 1 d.nt ^cncica. state, 

next th£ity days. 



b7C 



r esident agencies. States 
and improvement noted during 



l to E * Gotsc hall states necessary to follow! Ion 

S 2 r to *- hto “ • 22 L£S^^= 

? ,v .... RFHORDEO • 45 I 67 - 



Burea 



— * wj;wA wJL 

report within stated time. Assistant 

Supervisor Jones should have ohallengeV'tl^^b^SWlay irTreportl^Tix 

l ,L r? /v^. CaUtioned ' New 0rleana yarding possible potential 

— 

Mr*, .Rosen , ? V ' • Si . . , b? 

RGH:wJtj/'*< bBI 

l^sonnel file 






cc: 



cc : 



f-gA l , 

1-SA jones* personnel file 
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-I PUPATIONS : 

oj g. I I, GS-13, assigned New Orleans 

resident agent at Meridian, MisAiSSipp'i, for unwarranted delay ^ 

•» porting Censure. b7C 
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(2) Bureau Supervisor William P* Jones, G6-llj> Investigative 
' . ision , for a failure to challenge New Orleans on its delay in 
o ortlng ♦ ••••<■ Censure. # A r* s' A 

-rn^ 









t\\ wo action is being recommended with respect to 
Fomtr SAC H. C-WsSell, ASAC 0. KAootaehall or Field 
^imArvisor John / T ./Reynold. Boswell resigned eflectiv© September 
1951^ and it does W appear that ASAC Gotschall or Field Supervis 
Wftvnold were in any way responsible for the delay in that they 
?*??£.,> “ P I Si thin . normal period of time commensurate 

with the facts known about the case at that timeo s' 

-ffW 



4 I> 
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(4) No action Is being recommended regarding Section Chief 
,-•* L.XPrice, Number One Man S. H./winterrowd or Assistant Director 
A*. Rdsen of the Investigative Division as these individuals are in 
position to have any information regarding this matter* 




DETAILS: 



£ACK3R0UND : 

Thi3 is a pend ing file with the New Orl eans Division as origin* 
The initial report of SA I I * . dated June 2, 1954# 

was received by the Investigative Division on June 9, 1954* 

b 6 

This report reflects this matter was first brought to the b?c 
attention of the New Orleans Division on January 13* 1954* by a 
representative of the Mississippi Highway Safety Patrol at Meridian, 
Mississippi, who advised that a 19a9 Ford Tudor sedan had bean recovered 

bearing 1954 Mississippi license I 1 The report of SAl I 

reflects that the investigation was conducted on January 13 and 15, 1954» 
and May 25, 1954* 

The Bureau file reflects that by memorandum dated June 16, 1954 » 
the Bureau pointed out to the New Orleans Division that the circumstances 
were such as to indicate that it was possible that this car had been 
handled by an auto theft ring and that further Investigation should be 
approached with this thought in mind* 

From the available facts it appears that an unwarranted delay 
in reporting existed in that the field first learned of this on 
January 13, 19>4» however, the initial report was not submitted 
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until June 2, 1954* SA William P. Jones, the supervisor handling 
this matter at the Bureau, was requested to explain thy steps 
were not taken to call this delay to the attention of the field, 
particularly when time was taken to direct a communication to 
New Orleans pointing out the possible potentials of this case* 
Explanations were also requested of Section Chief F. L. Price, 

Number One Man E. H. Winterrowd and Assistant Director A. Rosen. 

The New Orleans Division was instructed to submit the explanations of b6 
3A | | and the field supervi sor handling this matter, together b7c 

with the cbnrients and recommendations of the SAC. | 



HANDLING OP THE CASE IN THE FIELD: 



In reply to the Bureau's memorandum of August 19# 

19514 .# the SAC of the New Orleans Divis ion submit ted under cover 
dated August 26 the explanations of SA | I and ASAC G. E. be 

Gotscnall. b7 



SA | | in his explanation states that this matter 

was brought to his attention on January 13# 1954# although 
he realizes that It is important and necessary to give immediate 
and continuous attention to matters of this type, it was felt 
at that time that the entire matter should be completed before 
logical leads were set cut. He states that the Investigation 
was not completed until May 25# 19514-# and that the report was 
immediately submitted subsequent thereto. 



SA ! I states that he Is assigned in a one-man b6 

resident agency and that he was In attendance at In-Service b7c 
training during the latter part of March and the first part of 
April, 1954. He states that the weekly reports of work on hand 
during the period from January through May, 1954# show that the 
work load for his territory was exceedingly heavy. He further 
states that numerous expedite and deadline matters were handled 

which required Immediate attention; however, he regrets not 

having handled captioned matter more expeditiously. SA l 
concludes by stating that the latest developments in this matter 
Indicate that it will in all probability be brought to a successful 
conclusion and that the delay will have no bearing on the outcome. 



.1 



ASAC G. E. Gotschall stated that this matter was 
supervised on his desk and that the New Orlean file (their number 
26-li4.922) Indicates that this matter was first opened on 
January 14# 1954* A review of seme by Gotschall determined that 
Re lief Superv isor John T. Reynolds directed routing slips to 
SA l I on March 18 and April 20, 1954# instructing him to 
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submit a report. On Hay 4# 1954» ASAC Gotschall sent an error 
form to I I calling to his attention the delay in investi- 

gation and instructing that since the changed serial plate 
suggested a po ssible thef t ring, the case should receive continuous 
attention* SA I I was instructed to advise him when a 

report would be submitted and in reply by routing slip dated 
May 7 stated that the case would be handled as soon as possible* 



SAC H* Co Boswell i n his cover memorandum of August 26, 
1954» stated that I I assignments have been commensurate 

with those of other resident agents in that area* He states 
that shortly after his ar rival in Ne w Orleans as SAC, he noted 

a tendency on the part of | I to “bog down" when the work 

was heavy* Shor tly thereaf ter SAC Boswell discussed the status 
of his work with I ~ | and informed him that on the basis of 

pending cases and the amount of remaining work, there was no 
basis for assigning any additional help to that resident agency, 
which help was not act ually available* SAC Boswell stated that 
he Informed | I that he should immediately work his way 

out of this temporary backlog and that as a result, a marked 
improvement was noted with respect to the status of | | 

work during the next thirty days* SAC Boswell added that there 
has been n o subsequent need for him to discuss delinquencies with 



SAC Boswell recoracends no disciplinary action against 

SA | I or ASAC Gotschall* 

It is to be noted that under date of September 2, 

1954* the Investigative Division added a statement to New Or leans' 
memorandum of August 26 that "In view of delay on part of SA| 
in conducting this investigation. Investigative Division recommends 
SA \ be censured* " 

HANDLING OP CASS AT SEAT OP GOVERNMENT: 



b6 

b7C 



b6 

b7C 



In reply to a request for an explanation as to why 
the New Orleans Division was not questioned regarding what appeared 
to be an unreasonable delay in reporting. Supervisor W. P* Jones 
stated that there is no rule requiring that a report be submitted 
within a stated time, although any matter on which there has beer 
no investigative report or other communication in lieu thereof 
submitted for a period of 45 days is delinquent* Supervisor Jones 
states that there was no way for him to determine from a review 
of the initial report whether there had been other correspondence 
between field offices of such a nature as would permit the posting 




I 










;f this correspondence on the field office assignment oard and 
tfius remove this oase from a delinquent status* 

Regarding delinquencies in reporting. Supervisor Jones 
*t*ted that the policy has been established of following individual 
field divisions with respect to their delinquencies in such 
retters, not on an individual case basis but by means of a general 
.etter summarizing the delinquency situation as it pertains to 
•he entire classification in that division* 

Assistant Director A. Rosen states that in view of 
the fact that the supervisor did write a letter to the field 
concerning this case, he should have mentioned the delay* He 
continues that there is no rule requiring that a report be sub- 
mitted within a stated time but the explanation received from 
the New Orlean s Division indicates that there was a delay on 
the part of SA f l and that as same had been called to 

the attention of the field in the first instance, the explanation 
snould have been obtained heretofore* He concludes by stating 
that he agrees with the inspector that as long as the letter 
was written, the supervisor should have called the delinquency 
to the attention of the field* 




b6 

b7C 



CURRENT DEVELOPMENTS: 



by SA[ 



It is to be noted that in the explanation submitted 
of the New Orleans Division he states that in 



▼lew or current developments, it does not appear that the delay 
will have had any effect on the outcome of the case* 



The reports of SA 



dated July 8, 1954, at 



New Orleans, and SA George W . Hvmers d ated August 10, 19 %, at 
Memphis, reveal that subject ! I has boon Positively 

identified as being identical with subject 

and that the identity of the second subjectj] 

was also determined. ' The latter report reflects that 






was 



found guilty of the interstate transportation of a stolen motor 
vehicle in connection with another case in which Memphis is 
origin and that on June 24, 1954, was sentenced to serve five 
years on each of two counts and fined $125 on each count. 



Insofar as s ubjectf 
United States Attorney [ 



is concerned. Assistant 
at Memphis, Tennessee, 
riling of a complaint against 



advised that he would authorize the „ ^ r 

I I but has requested that such action be temporarily postponed 

pending an examination of | | handwriting by the Rxreau 

Laboratory* 
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REASOf? 

Because of the inade- 
quate planning of 
attempted efforts to 
capture Top Ten Fugitive 
Xiclc Montoe# Because 
of the operations of the 
Minneapolis Office which 
occured while he was 
Special Agent in Charge# 

m vies of the sis han- 
dling of the bank 
robbery in vestigatio n 
ftoru»#rr>W | | b7c 

I Due to 



Blaylock ■ V Indianapolis 6-17-54 11-25-53 

\ / \ 



I^ Cornelius, Jr^Salt Lake City 6-22-54 11-21-53 7-10-54 

(Spot Check! 
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J, !'H ipti 



m r<rn t , 



the results of the 
recheck Inspection of 
the Mew Haven Office# 

In view of the bad Judg- 
ment exercised in not 
promptly advising the 
Bureau regarding the in- 
formation received in 
the Indianapolis Divi- 
sion Indicating a 
possible leak of 
security information 

■TOT., fe»s«, J 
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ttosy bandling^oC, , 
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end White River Bonds of 
Die Indians vs# United 
Stated? C&fafc of CiUM* 
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D * A^Bryc* ^ Albuquerque 7-15-54 7-9-54 



R. J^Abbaticchio ^Charlotte 



7-22-54 8-5-54 

(Philadelphia 

Office) 



C. B ^Howard Minneapolis 7-21-54 7-9-54 



Ihvieeof his failure j 

to completely cany out* 

his duties m i Special J 
Agent in Charge in the ! 
headline of the Invest 1— 
— t.lan , mtvI .Tmr«h-«v«-tn« > 

«\ fin | 

theMiani Division. 

* 

Because of tha uasatle-^ 
factory office 
istraticn. tha unusually 
high motor of laveeti- ' 
gatlve delinquencies and 
the poor shoeing In 
contact natters* j 

Because of the atrocious' 
aanaer In which the 
Philadelphia Of floe 
handled ,the case atUla 
[ *OnhnCT m Subject; ! 

I l- Vlctln, Extortion 1 '* 

Xa Tier of inspection 
findings of the 
Minneapolis Division. 
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:» H^Winterrcsd 



rm& date 

•yAse latent Director 6-22-54 

A Drveetlgative Dirislon 
' 1 ( Inspection began 
8-17—54) 

Mosber 1 Man In the 6-22-54 

Ifcveetlgative . Division 
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Evans 



Chief of Accounting 6-22-54 

and Fraud Section of 

the Investigative Division 



REAMS ! 
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Because of the sixth ease in the ! 
peot six nonths involving lax 
supervision In the sdainistratlon j 
of the. Accounting and Fraud Section* 

Baoausa of tha inadequate super- 
vision afforded the esse entitled. 
"tJintah and White River of 

Bte Ind ia n s vs. united States. 

Court of Clalns WUnber 45751.. Court 
of Clalns*. 

Because of the inadequate super- 
vision afforded the ease entitled 
■Uintah and Whits River hmwIv of 
Uts Indians vs. United States. 

Court of Clalns, Wunber 45751. 

Court of Clalns*. 
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August 01, 195 *+ 



Mr. A* Rosen 

Federal Bureau of Investigation* 
Washington, D. C. 

Bear Mr. Rosen: . • 





It should be obvious to you that proper supervision 
has not been afforded by the Investigative Bivision to the 
case entitled "Unknown Subject* Custer County State Bank, 

Araphho, Oklahoma, FBIC 8981, 10/10/53, Bank Robbery - Burglary." 
It Is realized that the Greenlease .kidnaping case created 
extraordinary demands on manpower during the period when the 
above-entitled bank burglary occurred and during the early 
stages of its investigation. I do not believe that the 
occurrence of a major case, such as the Greenlease case, 
should be considered as an excuse for failure to properly 
supervise other criminal violations which are under investiga- , 
tion at the same time* The Bureau did not achieve its present 
position by offering such excuses. You should have been alert 
to the unusual demands made by the Greenlease case on the time 
of supervisors assigned to the Bank Robbery - Kidnaping desk. 

It was your responsibility to arrange for assignment of 
adequate personnel in order that these Important matters 
would not be neglected. 



I have noted with concern that you and Mr. Winterrowd, 
as veil as Mr. Keep, who vas acting for the Chief of the 
Criminal Section, failed to recognize the necessity for taking 
a ;firm position with regard to derelictions of duty. Your 
recommendation and those of the other two named officials 
indicate a failure to grasp the importance of affording adequate 
supervision to all matters :the Bureau has undertaken to handle. 
The above-mentioned bank burglary case cannot be regarded as 
unimportant. A federal law has been violated, the Bureau has 
assumed investigative jurisdiction and our responsibilities 
require ve make every effort to solve the offense. If your 
thinking is contrary to this principle, then there is a definite 
need for a realignment of the thinking in your division. 




* 



• •» 



I want you to convey to Mr. Winterrowd and Mr. Keep 
zny displeasure with regard to their attitude in this matter. 
In addition, you must take Immediate steps to assure that 
adequate supervision is being afforded throughout the 
Investigative Division in order that there will be no 
recurrence of the errors noted in the bank burglary ease 
discussed herein. 

Very truly yours, 

/s/ J. Hdgar Hoover 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 




f 




*o 

^ J » gust 2, 1954 

"7 iV: yj >• J< ^ 






•be foil" 



g jj, y,/,fv4^» f.* i*. 

>ecla_L Agents in C 



LAST 



OFFICE 



Ml 



Muaford 



X Dalles 2-11-54 3-22-54 

' (Ctrdered to Atlanta £ 



:o are presently on probat: 
DAIS OF LAST 



7-16-54 



7-28-54 as SAC) 

Kobo dated 8-2-54 recocnen 
be continued on probation* 



ooaended 
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gUr, Holism abu— 
miss Gandy— 



3h view of the shooting 
incident which occur ed 
while an attempt was 
being Bade to apprehend 



J. Fi 1 Santoiana, Jr •^'Portland 2-24-54 5-29-54 
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/\ 'Continued 
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3h view of the insuffi- 
cient supervisory atten- 
tion in the handling of : 
the investigation — 
Fraud against the 
Oovernaent involving 
Broun end Root, while 
assigned to Houston* 

Beoause of the inade- 
quate planning of b7c 
attempted efforts to 
capture lop Tan Fugitive 
Nick Mon toe. Because 
of the operations of the 
Minneapolis Office which 
occured while he was 
Special Agent in Charge* 

3b view of the.niahan- 
dllng of the bank 
robbery investigation 

concerning! f 

I I Due to 

the results of the 
recheck inspection of 
— the-Kewr-Havea . O ff ice^- ■ 

I $7- 

w'tw ^oid 

1 " ft i>ent?exnrci j sed' ~in ~net * • 
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ornelins, ir.V/ SaltLake c JP 6-22^54 11-21-53 



7-10-54 % view of his negligence 
(Spot Check) and dilatory handling of 
the case entitled "Uintah 
and Mbits River Bands of 
Ute Indians vs. United 
St at es. Court of Claims 
Number 45751* Court of 
Claims, which was under 
his direct supervision* | 



5. . J*/Powers 



Miami 



6-35-54 1-17-54 



2h view of his failure 
to completely cany out 
his duties as a Special 
Agent in Charge in the 
handling of the investi- 
ga tlon and apprehens ion 
of I ~1 in 

the Miami Division* 



D* iABryce 



Albuquerque 7-15-54 7-9-54 



R* J^Abbaticchio!/ Philadelphia 7-22-54 Inspection 
' t (Ordered to Dallas began 

I 7-28-54 as SAC) 6-30-54 



I* 3*AHoward 



Minneapolis 7-21-54 7-9-54 
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Because of the unsat is — 
factory office admin- 
istration, the unusually 
high number of investi- 
gative delinquencies and 
the poor showing in 
contact matters* 

Because of the atrocious 
manner in which the 
Philadelphia Office 
handled the case entitled. 
JUtoknfwn Subject j | I 

|-Victln, Brtortim** 

Jja. view of inspection 
findings of the 
Minneapolis Division* 



OF GOVERNMEMT CFFIC: 



DiCLUDING SECTION CHESTS) ON PROBATION 



Roe tax 



H^lfinterrcwd 



TPLB MS 

AssistantDirector 6-22-54 

investigative Division 



Nwdber 1 Man in the 6-22-54 
Investigative , Division 



RKASCM 

Because of the sixth oase In the 
past six months involving lax 
supervision In the administration 
of the Accounting and Fraud Section* 

Because of the inadequate super- 
vision afforded the oase entitled, 
•Uintah and Whit* River Bands of 
Ute Indians vs* United States, 

Court of Claims Number 45751, Court 
of Claims"'* 









Chief of Accounting 6-22-54 

and Fraud Section of 

the Investigative Division. 




Because of the inadequate super- 
vision afforded the case entitled , 
•Uintah and TThite River Bands of 
Ute Indians vs* Unites States* 
Court of Claims Number 45751» 
Court of Claims* • 

Respectfully. 








MR, 7 OLSOlf 
R, T, 3ARB0 
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DIRECTOR'S MEMO OF 7/15/5* ME T. COLEMAN ANDREWS, 
COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE; 

Routing of in Investigative Division 

This memorandum is in regard to the" Director 1 s 
inquiry as to whether SA Courtney A* Evans, Chief of the 
Accounting and Fraud Section, Investigative Division, 
had seen the menoranduai dated July 15, 195*, concerning 
the Director's conversation with T* Coleman Andrews, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue * 

Mr, Rosen has advised that he received only his 
tickler copy of the Director's memorandum and he does not 
recall having seen either the original or yellow file 
copy , Seither the original or yellow file copy bear any 
date-time stamp or other indication of having been received 
in Mr , Rosen's office or In the Investigative Division, 

Mr, Rosen stated it is his usual practice to send ttems of 
interest to the division's #1 Jfan and Section Chiefs with 
instructions that they "Please note ,* Re does not recall 
exactly how this particular item was handled but believes 
it was handled in accordance with his usual practice * 



Mr, Mlnterrowd advises he did not see either the 
original or yellow file copy of the memorandum in question 
but did see Mr., Rosen 1 s copy. My reference to the date-ttsM 
stamp # he determined that Mr, Rosen's copy was received 
by M* at 12:56 RM, 7/19/5** Ms believes possibly 
it came to him by routing slip from Mr, Rosen with the 
Instruction to * Note and return * but he does not recall whom 
he sent it to, Mr, Mlnterrowd wrote his own name on the 
copy and initialled through his name. He does not recall 
sendtng the copy to Mr, Evans but states it is his practice 
at all times to route to interested Section Chiefs and 
Supervisors copies of memoranda that come into the division, 
particularly the Director *s memoranda* Re pointed out that 



this practice is evidenced by the fact he wrote Mr, Evans 1 
name on the yellow copy <f the Director's memorandum to the 
Attorney General dated 7/19/5 * relating to the same subject 
matter , Mr, Mlnterrowd said that If he did not send Hr* 
Rosen's copy of the Director's memorandum to Mr, Evans, he 
de/s not know why he failed to do so* 

A . li*! 



CC - Mr, Mohr 




On 7/23/5^ Mr* Avans teas shown the ortgtnal, 
yellow copy and Mr* Rosen's tickler copy of the Director's 
memorandum * He stated he had not previously at any tine 
seen these documents * An examination of these papers 
dtscloses that none bear the date~time stamp normally 
affixed to all mail received in Mr * Spans' section and Ms 
name has not been written on any of them , Mr* Scans 
advised that he read and initialled on 7/21/5H the yellow 
file copy of the Director's memorandum to the Attorney 
General dated 7/l$/5k which had been routed to htm* This 
was on the day following the Director's inquiry of Mr, 
Svans as H whether he had seen the memorandum of 7/15/Sh 
and two days after Messrs* -Rosen and Vtnterrowd received 
a copy of the Director's memorandum. 




If you approve , Mr* Mason will advise the 
Sxecuttves Conference on Monday, July 26, 195k, tHa* it i* 
the responsibility of Bureau officials receiving memoranda 
and other mail containing information of interest to 
other officials and supervisors to see #0 it that the 
inetruotlons and information get down to the working 
level so that the people who need to know will be promptly 
advised.' 



-flu 
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Copy 73 



July 1, 1951* 



The following, Special. Agents in Charge 



MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR 

[E . //- UJ! ft 4 -q rtou) el 

I. Agents in Charge arerrareifeTKt 



NAME 



OFFICE 



.LAST .DATE OF LAST 

DATE INSPECTION RECHECK SEASON 



J. X. Muraford Dallas 



2-11-51* 3-22-5U 



J* F. Santoians , Portland 
Jr. 



2-2U-51* 5-29-51* 



J. E. Milnes St. Louis 3—3—51* 3-1-51* 



Recheck 

began 

6-29-$h 



In view of the shoot- 
ing incident which oc- 
cured while an attempt 
was being made to a ppro. 



hend 


i__ r 


1 





In view of the insuffi- 
cient supervisory atten- 
tion in the handling of 
the investigation — be 
Fraud against the b? 
Government involving 
Brown and Root, whilte 
assigned to Houston. 

Because of the defi- 
ciencies in handling of 
the Anti-Recketeering 
inve stigation pertain- 



J. J. Casper New Haven 3-22-51* 2-10-51* 6-23-51* 



L. Blaylock 



Indianapolis 6- 17— 51* 11-25-53 



A. Cornelius, Jr. Salt Lake City 6-22-5U 11-21-53 



B9AUG, mi 



States, Court of Claims 
Number 1*5751, Court of 
Claims , which was under 
his direct supervision. 



In view of the mishan- 
dling of the bank robb- 



ceming 









Ih view 1 of the bad Judg- 
ment exercised in not 
promptly advising the 
Bureau regarding the in- 
formation received in 
the Indianapolis Divis- 
ion indicating a 
possible leak of secur- 
ity information from 
FBI files. 

In view of his negli- 
gence and dilatory 
handling of the case 
entitled "Uintah and 
White River Bands of 
Ute Indians vs. United 





Copy 73 

K. J. Powers Miami 



6-25-5U 1-17-5U 



G. -B. Norris ■ Phoenix 6 - ii-l-5U 



In view of his failure 
to completely carry out 
his duties as a Special 
Agent in Charg^. in the 
handling of the* investi- 
ga tion and apprehens ion 
of I l in 

the Miami -'Division. 

In view of a number of ] 
serious derelictions in 
handling of the kidnaping 
case involving victim 



SEAT OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS (INCLUDING SECTION. CHIEFS) ON PROBATION 



NAME 



A. Kosen 



TITLE 



DATE 



E. H. Winterrcwd 



Assistant Director 6-22-5U 
Investigative iDivisian 



Number 1 Man in the 6-22-51* 
Investigative Division 



REASON 

Because of the sixth case in the 
past six months involving lax 
supervision in the administration 
of the Accounting and ‘Fraud 
Section. 

Because * of the inadequate super- 
vision « afforded the case -entitled, 
Wintah and White 'River Bands of 
W& Indians vs. United States, . 
Court of Claims -Number h575l, -V 
Court of Claims”. 



Respectfully; 



J. P. Mohr 




\ 



Mr. Harbo 




TO: 



July 6, 19514. 



PROM: G. C. Gearty 



SUBJECT: SPECIAL CONFERENCE 7-1- 5k 

SAC*S AND ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICIALS 
KIDNAPPING SQUAD 



Reunnemo to Mr. Tolsori 7-2-54 setting forth the fact that a 
special conference for SAC* s and Administrative Officers who had 
been trained in the Kidnapping Squad courses as well as certain 
selective' representatives at the Seat of Government had been held 

on 7-1-54. 

For record purposes there is set forth below the identifica- 
tion of those who were in attendance at this conference. A copy 
of this memorandum is being designated for the personnel file of 
each of those who were in attendance at this conference. 



SEAT OF GOVERNMENT REPRESENTATIVES 

BOARDMAN, L. V. MOHR, J. ‘P* i^GESSTY, G. C. , GALLAGHER, R. J. 

NICHOLS, L. B. PARSONS, D. J. WINT ERROWD, E. Hj HUGHES, E. H. 

BELMONT, A. H. ROSEN, A. TRTCE, F. hi BRUGGEMAN, R. L. 

HARBO, R. T. TAMM, Q. MYERS, 0. F. 



(SPECIAL AGENT IN CHARGE 



(ADM. OFFICER - #1 MAN) 



HOSTETTER, D. S 


* (SAC) 


NEWARK 


ALDEN, S. (SAC) 


KNOXVILLE 


KELLY, J. J. 


n 


NEW YORK 


CASPER, J, J. " 


NEW HAVEN 


SIMON, W. G. 


(ASAC) 


NEW YORK 


BOSWELL, H. C. " 


HEW ORLEANS 


HAWKINS, H. 0. 


(SAC) 


ATLANTA 


BURKE, W. W., JR.” 


LITTLE ROCK 


POWERS, E. J. 


n 


MIAMI 


CHILES, M. P. " 


SAN ANTONIO 


AUERBACH, R. D. 


IV 


SEATTLE 


HRYCE, D. A. " 


ALBUQUERQUE 


MALONE, J. F. 


ft 


LOS ANGELES 


POSTER, J. B. " 


DENVER 


WHELAN, W. M», 


JR* " 


SAN FRANCISCO 


SANTOIANA, J. F. w 


PORTLAND 


Me INTIRE, F. H. 


ti 


DETROIT 


BLAYLOCK, L. " 


INDIANAPOLIS 


MILNES, J. E. 


ti 


ST. LOUIS 


WILLIAMS, W. H. " 


OMAHA 





October 1# 2954 



Ur* j£m Hugo Hnterrowd 
federal Bureau of Inveetigation 
Washington, D. c . 



Bear Mr . Winterrowdt 

The Bureau is pleaeed to advise you that you are 
being removed from a probationary status* 

Sincerely yours, 

r £* -WU’U- I' ',.,V -j y 

John Edgar Soever 
Director 



co - Mr * Sosen (pereonal Attention) 
Movement 9 

leave 9 

Vacke rwan 9 

/ Veilton (cent direct) 



ik 



JO 

■ m ^ 

m 

.Jj < ^ 

*1 rrj 

^ *n © 

^ To — - 

- co tj •«=» 
» u> 



FDB:S1 f ADDENDUM t By Memorandum dated 9-89-54 it wtfti 5 ^ 
An I recommended that Mr • Winterrowd be censured % Jc 
p /or fcia approval of a memorandum prepared $n § 

1 the I BPB££lgg^ipe Division in the case entities 
I L . ioao. ITSMYj Deserter which 

failed to contain any recotike^da^iphh\\fpr 
disciplinary action* This recommendation is 
presently under 'cona Id# -mo ifr: 



MAILED || 

°CT ■, 1195* 



COMM -FBI 

1 1 "i , 
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Nm m t j m 1 1 »V® » 
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speti ' 



19S4, 



* J Our o 1354 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



Jfr. M 



fhl 



wtej October ,5, 1954 



non : Hr, Clayton 



m 



SUBJECT: 



h Eugo iintemud 
Easton Squad 




Si 1. Hugo Jinterrovd w moved fm the approved 
Eastern iidnap Squad list because he m placed on Probation 
June 22, 1954 , Ee'MS moved fm Probation Cctober 1, 1954„ 

.(AW il'- ’ldi S&S.'cMllt 



Mmmmh ■ w , 8 **^.. .. . 

that the above-nmed Si be returned to the icttvi ptern Urn 
Squad list, ' 

/ @K > J* 

-V w,J 



hi 

, * \j0 

i" 



October Sj 1954 



>nc&AL Am 



Mr. E. Hugo irtntgrrovxl 
federal Bureau of Inveetigatton 
Washington, I). C. 



ToUpfl 

Bo*f4man^, 

NiehoJb^^, 

Belmont.,-..^ 

Barbo , x -»* i 
Rossrt ,,,^ . 
YaftUft 

'Tracy ^ ,.. ^ ' 
.Mft K p 

Wiwertow4^ 
YeU, Room. 
BoUomao^ 
Miss Gandy. 



Pear Fr* fflnfcrrotodj' b - 

In connection with the Interstate Trans- 
portation jl£ Stolen Mat or Ve hicles.* deserter case 
involving I I a summary memorandum kaa 

prepared on September 29, 19S4, by the Supervisor in 
Charge of the Interstate Crimes Vnit of the Investi- 
gative division regarding the unreasonable delay on 
the part of the Cincinnati division in complying e ith 
certain bureau instructions and although the dereliction 
of the Cincinnati Office mis clearly apparent no 
recommendation was included in this memorandum for 
appropriate administrative action . 

It has besn noted that you reviewed and 
approved the memorandum In question without taking any 
action to correct the omission of an appropriate 
recommendation and this failure on your part was most 
serious . Therefore, it ts expected that in the future 
you will give natters of this nature closer attention 

and take the necessary steps to avoid any fu rther 

occasion for criticism of this type,* J l^]a ^ 

Very truly jrsu^urchati - • vg a 

r6c> tn l i. sam . . Jp.9 . 



; J ** 






i Tli'T 1 !: " f 



KWIBD 



hctcjmftpr^ 

CCt Mr. Posen (Personal Attention 



John Edgar ffoover , uu ^ if; 



rzm 



OCT 1 3 t3S4; 
//j 



7 i 

/ J 






HOOfe G3M3* 




VTANDANO PO*M HX 64 % # 

Office l&ei7lOYClYldui7l • united states government 



to i Mr, Rosera) 
from i Mr* Hint err o 






datbi October 28, 

1954 



«»J BCTs l Special Agent be 

intelligence Division, St* Paul, Minnesota b7c ^ 

~ I Special Agent 

Intelligence Division, Chicago, Illinois 

| Internal Revenue Agent,* 

Chicago, Illinois 

The Director has inquired as to where the attached memorandum 
to Olney in the ^captioned matter dated October 21, 1954-* was from 
October 20, 1954* until 7 :43 P.M., October 22, 195k. 

m 

This is to advise that the memorandum in question was 
forwarded from this division on. the afternoon of October 20, 

1954* after you had approved it and was sent to Mr* Boardman's 
office where it was received at 5:00 P*M. on that date* 

It was returned to me by routing slip from Mr* Scatterday i 
and received at 6:0? P*M* on October 20, 1954* in my office* \ 
■Mr* Scatterday wanted me to call him concerning the memorandum, t 
which I did* The memorandum was discussed with respect to V 

whether all information had been made available, and this was ' 
clarified telephonically with Mr* Scatterday* 

In view of the lateness of the hour we decided that the* 
memorandum in question should be , redated, and this was done* 

■ It was redated for October 21, 1954* 

On the morning of October 21, 1954* I personally hand- 
carried the memorandum to Mr* Scatterdav's office and it was 
stamped in Mr* Boardman's office at 8:58 A*M*, October 21, 1954* 

No change was made in this memorandum other than to redate 
it for October 21, 1954* because of the lateness of the hour 
when the matter was discussed between Mr* Scatterday and me on 
October 20, 1954* — — - 



ToIsMm. 
Board man 
Nichols 
Belmont ««« 
Bar to,, 

Mohr , 

Parsons ^ 
Rose ft m*. 

Sizoo mmm. 
t'ictterrowd * 
Tele, Room 
Holloman *** 
Gandy 



RECOMMENDATION: 



WORDED * lc ~ 



It is recommended that this memorandum Obe^forj 
Mr* Boardman's office* l. 



ed to 



9 1 






^ h'Oy $ Uo4 



1 




11/5M 





MBSSRS; WINTERROWD AND EVANS 
A. ROSEN 



I iiaye Jbeoii^adYl se d^ by the Direc tor,of ja.jmemorendum 
prepared-in -the-Investigative^ivIsTon^^der-date-oC-Hay 
12^-1Q5W to^the-~ Attornev-Gericrai-ln~thg-case-entitled 
J _ _ " t~ TiaBD'^GiaKST^HB--GOVgRNKENT: BRIBgRY; 

CONSPIRACY." Ms memorandum vas prepared during ay absence 
from the city on May 12, 195*+ • 

This mamnraru^tiw shouldhave contain ed a specific 
indicafc j on -that^the^ilcejtecordslj»eniiiohadrcoxiiarhot- 
bellefinitely identif ied J>y £h««, JBureau~as^pplying-to~the 
^sublect...inJbhla_.caao» The statement on page four of the 

memorandum-to.ihe..effect^tha't'the'‘idehtiryihgor : descriptiva 
data annearing .on the fingerprint^ards^pplylniL to .the 
I I in question, agreed.yith, information concern* 

ing the subject 1 of this case %ras~pot-aufflclent to* aTert ''~* 
anyone reading the memorandum dr~thflrpos s ibility'that the 
records might not apply-to-th^-same individual. 

ACTION TO BB TAKEN 

This matter is being cal led to you r. attention in- 
order that you may. see to it that in correspondence pre- 
pay^ 4n the r»tm»a_hy--indlvidiial a under your suparvlsfon 

the information is completely accurat e in every respect. 



ARxWW 




Parsons ^ 
Kosco 
Tamm >in r , r 
.Si Zoo 

TiaccrrOwd „ 

Tolo-fcoom 
HoUomeo ^ 
Caojy 



? 



18 NOV 8 1954 
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tor. Hoi*s*. 



mo** 



Mr. Price- 






SUBJECT : [ 



J WAS * ' 



INTERSTATE TRAN SPORT ATIOK OP 
STOLEN MOTOR VEHICLE; DESERTER 



■ * ’ 

^ imr,CO SI ATUS GiAV.i<,NMEN7 

F 

OATE« 9-29-54 
/ £", y. /V** ^OWD 



b 6 
b7C 



Tei*o»i 
Boardian - 
N«, V'U 
Brl-rom 
Herb* 

MoIif 

Persia 

JRwte.i 

Tap*** 

V \utt *' * 
*frt# . )• **Of 
Hob .m ■< 
GSR- 1 t 



//j/ i! / A*#* St f * 

With reference to the Director's inquiry concerning the 
handling of this case, this is to advise that as soon as the Investigative 
Division learned of SAC McFarlin's illness and that this case had not been 
discussed with the United States Attorney (USA) at Columbus, Ohio, whioh 
fact vac made known to the Bureau by Cincinnati airtel dated September 3# 
1954, and received in the Investigative Division on September 8, 1954# an 
immediate airtel »yas sent to Cincinnati advising the ASAC to carry out 
Bureau instructions.' 1 ’ 4 



you will recall that[ 



1 an Army deserter, was 

ill 



Jtvw V« AAA A VVi*** v»*w v I | — W 

involved In an automobile accident in Ohio In which two men were killed, 
while driving an automobile stolen at Detroit. The Ohio State Patrol took 
subjeot into custody and offered to turn subject over to Federal authorities 
for prosecution. He was interviewed by Bureau Agents and furnished a signed 
statement admitting his guilt. 

Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) Loren G. Windom 
authorized prosecution on March 31# 1954# but on April 1, 1954# withdrew 
his authorization in view of expenses involved in guarding subject at the 
hospital. TKb matter was referred to the Department by Bureau memorandum 
of June 14, 1954. In reply to the Department's inquiry, AUSA Windom sent 
a letter to the Department in which he claimed the reasons for declining 
prosecution as furnished to the Department by the Bureau were not 
completely aecurate and stated that prosecution was initially authorized 
upon an incomplete presentation of the .facts by the Agent. 

This matter was checked into by Inspector Van Pelt, while in 
Cincinnati, who advised that the faots as furnished by the Cincinnati Offic<| 
and SA I I were factually correct, whereupon a letter was 

directed to the Department dated July 30# 1954# pointing out the 
Inaccuracies In theletter prepared by AURA Loren G. Windom. A copy of this 
letter to the Department $ated July 30, 1954# was furnished to the 
Cincinnati Office with instructions that the SAC personally contact USA 
Hugh K. Martin. at Columbus, Ohio, and point out to him the inaccuracies 
contained In his letter to the Department dated July 8, 1954# vhich letter 



^as |>reparedA>y AUSA Windom. 



it 







4 

/ V 



. matter was followed by the Bureau by*airtr£tSf Cfl A] 

19*4# and^Au&jiSifc 30 , 1954# when no information had been receivea yfrom 
Cincinnati,, w *‘ , . s 9»Vi‘0t Wif ‘ 
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JDP:eck 
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Menuu'anduir Joy Mr . Rosen 



By airtel dated September 3> 195^> deceived In the Investiga- 
tive Division on September 8, 195^ } the Cincinnati Office advised the 
Investigative Division for the first time that due to the illness and 
recent ojperation of Mr.. Mc'Farlin, : the discussion of this case with USA 
Martin had rot been completed and it was expected ‘that the SAC would 
return about October l. 195 1 *. An immediate airtel dated September 8, 

19 5S was sent to Cincinnati Instructing that the ASAC carry out the 
Bureau’s .instructions in this matter and that the matter must be 
handled immediately and the Bureau promptly advised. 

By airtel dated September 13, 195 1 *,- received in the 
Investigative Division on September 17, 195 1 * , Cincinnati advised x/oat 
arrangements had been made to interview AUSA Windom at Columbus. Ohio, 
on Tuesday., September 21, 195^> and that results of this interview 
would bo furnished to the Bureau. On -the same date, September 17. 

195^, the Bureau advised Cincinnati by airtel that Bureau instructions 
called for a personal contact with USA Hugh K. Martin at Columbus, Ohio, 
and not AUSA Windom. 



i f 



\ 



{’ 



s' 

i 



ASAC Obenshain discussed Instant case with USA Martin on 
Monday. September 20, 195^, arid pointed out the Bureau’s views concern- 
ing this matter. 

RECOMMENDATION 



In accordance 'with the Director’s Instructions, there is \ 

attached hereto a letter to the Cincinnati Office Instructing that j 

wherever possible all contacts with the USA should be handled in writing. 1 

RECOMMENDED ACTION SUGGESTED BY MR. ROSEN J 

Upon receipt of the first explanation of this matter, it was j 
necessary to have it rewritten inasmuch as it did not contain any 
recommendation as to administrative action. ! 



1 am, therefore, recommending the following action be taken: 

1. The supervisor of the Interstate Transportation of 

Stolen Motor Vehicle Desk u E. S .YHumphreys . failed to folio* ■ 

this properly once he issued instructions that the United 

States Attorney be interviewed; and should receive a letter of censure, 

_ J, /'f/.i r'tt'AC/?/ W I /i/f ">■ 

2. The Assistantnspecial Agent /in Charge of the Cincinnati 
Office. ASAC Obenshain, failed to follow this matter as 
expeditiously as he should have under the circumstances once 

the office was told to handle the matter. It should not be ; 

necessary to follow the matter as we did once instructions were > 

issued that the U. S. .Attorney bo interviewed. I recommend he 
receive a letter of censure. \ 

! 



f * 



3. >ir, Pop a 1 ,4ui .Is the Supervisor In C'nnrh< .h' tne 
'liter state; Crimes ' Unit , the Section Chh.iT .of the Criminal 
Section, F. I JTPrdce , and Winterrowd, all should -receive 
letters of censure Inasmuch as this ccsraunication vent 
through them and was Initialed by all of them without any 
recommended action being suggested. 





UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



noM 



Nr. To Ison 



DATBt 9-23-54 



Office Memorandum • 

/ 

' r * gar ^, Hugo 



SUBJECT : 



0 



\lNSPECTION - INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 
[INSPECTORS B . C. BROWN AND J. E. NUGENT 
AUGUST 17 - SEPTEUBER 21, 1954 



XtJV£s4 «ri VtV/S'C'.T *J*p £ £ +'* ') 

/ ywrvnww 




IN OPS IS 

S' 

LAST INSPECTION : 

Last inspection conducted by Inspector E. D. Nason, April 
and Nay, 1953 . Accounting and Praud Section of Division was inspected 
Narch, 1954, and June, 1954 . Recheck of that section mde durtng this 

inspection. 



OFFICIAL: 

Assistant Director A, Rosen has been in charge of the 
Investigative Division as Assistant Director since 11-12-40. 
Principal assistants ares (l) E . N. Winterrowd, No. 1 Nan over the 
Criminal Section and the Accounting and Fraud Section and ( 2) J. R. 
Nalley, who is No. 1 Nan over the Special Inquiry, the Employees 
Security and the Name * Check Sections. 

EVALUATION: 

PHYSICAL CONDITION AND MAINTENANCE ' VBRX GOOD. 



The space occupied by the Division presents a neat and 
businesslike appearance and is generally well maintained. Conditions 
throughout the Division are somewhat crowded, with all available space 
being put to full and efficient use. T hts croxoding is generally a 
Bureau-wide condition, for whioh no remedy is apparent in the for$seeabl 



I, 



Yu 'fcizri? • 

INVESTIGATIVE OPERATIONS .... 

isiflstisAeo^ ,i: " “ v " 

0_r 

a tottfX ityS^.error 
Three ert&s ofesu 







VERY GOOD. 

‘0* v n. & * // ^ 

AT : -j 

cases in the Crinihdl Sec^^n 



iwror of form ^percentage b, 
I two of whfckbr e Sui ted J* 
r*as to supervisors tn ’t/re* 



reveSted 
6.3 

recom- 
Investi - 



8 OCT 141954 



ra '^c, ( 
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A. 
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?«“< SectVnTJ 

/or a percentage of 4.3. Vo error* of substance wer/foln d‘. 

Section 134 0l0S9d files in the Special Inquiry 

of V 9 d Mo illViai±Y r0r9 ° f /or *' representing a percentage 
*5 , substantive errors were noted . Review of 99* y 



Departmental Applicants 
Special Inquiry 
United Nations 
Atomic Energy Act 



Calendar Days 
Required by 
Bureau and 
field to 
Nandjje 

32 

20 

42 

37 



Working Days 
Required by 
Bureau to 
Open 

1 

1 

2 

2 



Working Days 
Required by 
Bureau to 
frZoaa 

1 

2 

2 

2 



rs 

recommended that effort a ht 11**+/ *i oal V} dar day Sj and it was 
forcer to 



1353. Anafy;,s^fprc7sZrts^lY-J r ^ ui /’ d dur,n " du 9™*> 

of Government mad. Yv tnepect/on .^fr ^/“pe/visor, at the Seat 
tine required to conn 7 *» +*»”/.«» v” a * a ff* .*t appears reduction in 
the tine allowed the* field to handiA°* PliSh Vi % nlv b V decreasing 
cases closed in the Employees Secur±±7t toy3. An analysis of 

v.v c .z% r %e'°r *•»<* 

to complete an invest" gattoY.^nYttee^iaken i Yh V ste**** r *9“ ir * d 

Yhe^VonelmYaVVeWa ?* 

SAC Letted 8-17-54 ins trurttei* r* a ^ ir l Gr t aSe4 5 " 9S oalendar toys, 
cases past the deadline and e ^/ ie *fA°*t. iK:iiediatelv Gon Plete all 
attention to these^Les. ^sttVtl^Chier *! % ive ex Peditious 

number of reports Aon the in i*™°*ed to analyse 

/U2d "***'»**» ** offering further 
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A division-wide delinquency check made on 8-25-54 
disclosed the Division was managing to stay within the delinquency 

I rule except for the Name Checks Section , which had 115 items 
considered delinquent in that they • had been in the We oti on over 
five days . This represents a 9.83 % delinquency, as the section 
had 1169 items awaiting processing. Further checks made of this 
section, September 1, 8 and 15, indicate delinquency was 72, 51 and 
73, respectively. Replacement has now been received for 
research - analyst who entered Agents' class and delinquency has 
been reduced. On the average, name checks clear Bureau in two 
days, but thts low figure results from fact about 90 % of referrals 
are "no record " cases. Record cases require approximately ten 
days to completely process. Principal difficulty experienced 
in processing record cases is in locating all required files , 
and items cannot clear this section until this is done. Section 
Chief indicated he will seek authority to raise deadline allowance 

1 , from 5 to 8 days. Inspector believes 5-day rule should be continued , 
as increasing allowance to 8 days would practically eliminate the 
delinquency and might result in complacent, self-satisfied attitude 
developing in section, and Section Chief toas so advised. 

Accounting Control Desk with over-all responsibility for 
accounting work and development of accountants set up pursuant 
to Director's approval on 3-22-54 . Control records now complete. 

I , Development of accountants being followed and desk is analysing 
over-all accounting situation in each field office, with view to 
anticipating bottlenecks and preventing undesirable si tuations from 
developing. Current facts are obtained from special section of 
monthly administrative reports of each field office and there 
will be no excuse for any untoward situation developing in the 
Bureau's accounting work in the future. Bureau accounting course 
also handled on this desk is being brought up to date with project 
to be completed 11-30-54. One Agent and one Review - analyst now 
assigned to this desk. Recommended, and Mr. Nosen agreed, to 
redetermine personnel needs after accounting course revision 
completed but not later than • 11-30-54. 





Approved crtminal informants 7-1-54 totaled 1619, as 
compared with 1300, 7-1-53. General tightening up on payments to 
criminal informants with field being required to more fully justify. 
Total payments to informants in July , 1953,. were $ 18,073.37 , compared 
with $ 14,482.87 in July, 1954. Inf orman ts have been credited wtth 
locating 611 Bureau fugitives, including one of the "Top Ten" tn the 
past fiscal year , and they have been responsible for the Bureau 
effecting recoveries valued at $ 623,034 in the same period. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE OPERATIONS 



VERY GOOD 



The questions relating to selective supervision ice re 

1 . inquired into , and this subject is being fully presented; by 
separate memorandum for Executives Conference consideration. 
Principal points considered were: 

1, Whether selective supervision should be discontinued 
tn favor of full supervision of all matters , 

2, Whether selective supervision should be discontinued 
and field instructed not to forward routine reports to. the Bureau 
in those cases now being selectively supervised ('Interstate 
Transportation of Stolen Motor Vehicle,. White Slave Traffic Act, 
Selective Service, etc,), 

3, Whether to continue selective supervision as 
presently constituted. 

Division streamlining committee functioning effectively , 
Total of 27 suggestions submitted with 17 adopted since last 
inspection. Time, Attendance and Leave records checked for three 
pay periods and no discrepancies noted. Recommended, and Mr, Rosen 
I) agreed, that n policy folders w maintained on the various supervisory 
I desks be uniformly organised throughout the Division to show for 
11 each desk: 

1, Established policy, 

2, Authorised exceptions to general policy, 

3, Potential policy, 

(a) Decisions on individual cases which may 
become future policy, 

(b) Decisions on individual cases which may 
be of benefit in handling similar cases 
arising in the future, 

4, Desk working guide, 

(a) Procedures followed which are peculiar to 
particular desk, 

(b) Guide to clerical procedures peculiar to 
the desk. 



5, Special Section 



<t i ■ such folders are to be reviewed semiannually by 

Section Chiefs to insure ourrentness . 

Bureau rules provide incoming long-dtstanoe calls are to 
be placed only by an Assistant Director or higher official or by 

£ Ut V? SU0 ' h 'tf/JotaVs desk unless approval has been 
obtained from 1 (r. Poison's office . Buie on incoming calls provides 
they are to be handled by Assistant Directors or higher officials 
except when absent . Inspection survey reveals that in July . 1954. 
calls were handled as follows: * 



Division Total 

Handled by Mr. Rosen 
#2 Man sinterroiod 
#2 Man Malley 
Section Chief Price 
Asst, to Price *■ Oscar Keep 
Superv. tn Charge 0. F. Myers 
Jfjghi. and Keek-end Supervisors 

L L #2 Man to Cal lan 

Section Chief Evans 
All others 



Incomina 


Outooinq 


AM 


AM 


15 


9 


12 


18 


1 


7 


9 


16 


21 


25 


15 


22 


32 


29 


0 


20 


9 


16 


12 


22 
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r .t, ^? ure n t f switchboard refers all incoming calls regarding 
Investigative Dtvieton matters to Mr. Rosen's office, regardless 
of whether a call is received for other personnel. Mr. Rosen 

practicable 6 ***** h * ** han(ilin 9 incoming and outgoing calls wherevei 



PERSOMWEL MATTERS 



7ERI GOOD 



. . 126 Speotal Agents assigned. All completely available 

for assignment to any field office. Present complement of 
special Agent personnel is generally adequate . Fluctuating 
Ziiiii'Zf i " Ge . ri i ain sections can be handled by temporary transfers 

V^nn X, SiU Al Si < n 'r r ° reca ,** is Bureau will receive approximately 
10,000 fewer Atomic Energy Act cases in fiscal 1955 and if this " 

3 ** ii°H d *•»•*«• *0 elt.tnat. th, poAtiln of 
#2 man (known as the Correspondence Desk ) in the Special Inquiry 

siltiln'ch ^ J° as . . rGooimen 1 ded > ^d Assistant Director Rosen agreed, 
m i 1 ™ eu ? iuat * thi * position and present his 9 
22-l*-l4 <iOt,0n8 t0 Mr * Ro8en a9 t0 discontinuance not later than 

, 27le Division recommended the creation of an additional 

P ci\\VVl<tl 8erv *J ls # 2 Ma *> acting chiefly as Assistant to Section 
* ri c*» f n d to be responsible for "administration and 
coordination. Based upon available data, creation of this 
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* * 



foil *1 TtiAllZn* "Vpll Ui “at" IS,??,! J ' usi ‘ /ied ‘ - d ^ 

RE 0010(2 NBA TIONSi 

it appear.^tVeleVa. Tei^VlZS, “"S ? hd ^ Action, 

along the line and the rmn>n+ ^S^tening up in supervision all 

eatiefaotory. It u therefore bei^rZolTendid?" DivUion ha ° been 
probation at thtVtiVL***?* Direc tor Boaon be removed f root 

iinzi 0 ' the lax ftbiVciTniii; iz%iita 195i - 

sjar-rra" 






.^l\ 






¥ ' ' 

probation at thia*ttlf an r P ' ^ u &$f r * n terrovd be removed from 
»«««„ of tbe inadequate *}*£&. 

D }W f{n Prill rl^lTeiltefyTeZZi' **' ^^trative 

Attf J \/ ~1< 

q ns. FRW* !} 

from probation at ^hiYtinY^Y Courtney A,j^Evans be removed 
June 22, 1954 stelificliu,\ ** *** P J aced ^ Probation on 
of a court of clairnY caslY becaU8e °f ln adequate supervision 

Dibieion &*£4& , VSSXZ%i l‘etZ P r :° Vei ' “* ^nietrative 

n4r^ 

Ct, JU V* * * -* ut P | * 

ft.e.e. ff..e yi V (rVl ' 

n/hiv $•/,*/#? nrJn a r «P 
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4». Five Supervisor* .in- Charge have been recommended 
by separate memorandum for consideration for promotion' when 
opportunity, presents itself • 






' . 5 * It is recommended that the attached* letter 

summarizing the inspection findings and removing Assistant 
director Rosen from probation be sent to Ur. Rosen , if 
approved .. *' ^ 



K\* v 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF PERSONNEL FILES OF VINTERROVD 
AND EVANS ARE ATTACHED . 



«^**'«* < 



:ii- 0 



MESSRS x wintered, eyaks and ranstad 4 11/18/5** 



A. ROSEN 



I 1 wa., FUGITIVE 

SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT, 19*f8 

In connection with the above-entitled matter the 
supervision-afforded this case, by tha Accounting, ona yraud 
Sec.tion^ias«uns^isfactoryrT[OasjH>.ea-Mted-that-'although 
the^pecial”Agent-a32^X£fl. of tne Detroit Division was aware 
that the.J&arents of ] 7 "ln vlevbf ’their background and 

hostile attitua'e7 ^ouId do . any thix$lio protect the subject 
and to lnterf er&with the. Jureau-'a -investigation, neither the 
Special Agent in Charge nor the Assistant Special Ageftt in 
Charge ashamed personal on-the-scene aupervisioh over’ihe' 
searj eh , w a rr a nt,. 1 n . , an-effortto locate and apprehend -the fugitive, 
nor did the JtayestigatiVe. Division, question this failure. 

Moreover, notwithstanding the fact that the agents 
participating in the execution of this warrant and the subse- 
quent search of the residence of the subject's parents did a 
most competent job, the Investigative-Divlsiott’-failed to^ln- 
Itlate action to recogMxsrtHe commendable manner in which 
the participating agents discharged their responsibilities. 

Therefore, in view of the foregoing, I shall expect 
you t o see.. to -it that in the future personnel tinder your 
supervision are more alert to their responsibilities and more 
aggressive in the performance of . their duties in order that 
there will be no need for me to communicate again with you 
in this regard* 






T 









Office IS/ifimOY CWlMMflj* UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

DATS* 10/8/54 



niOM t 



JfiS. T OLSON /jF ' 
2*. ifXflSO /j^T~ 



Tolsofl ^ 
Boar 4 man 
N’KboIs 




TOBJBCT; 






SECURITY CHECK 



< J 

m«ssj^/£3*«2 & ?irw"c e ^u?^r *£“5* 



R<»«; 
Tamm . 
Sizoo , 
Twterrcwd 
T eU, Room 
Holloman _ 
Candy ■ 



i.m., IO/5/54, a file cabi/Q; in Room 4261, which , 
Stenographic Pool of the J^j2£l±lna±lue Division / 



0.*30 p 

occupied by the re(U 0 

wos / ound unlocked and the work box 0 / 1 1 , 

^XyeaMati™ V S^St" 0 ?* r°* COn ? a * h<fd aerial conle^in^ 

r<3-*7Jt/e3 srgation 0 / an <4ior:fc ifnergy -4ct-^pDi leant cci<s<> Th* J 

ZgToiiii'U <ZS%'%fVatV f i ' ,abtncts ,n *“1 r ?r * 

tp4trfouin’ 

IpXtiiz *jYtV 

%{?<£$ «4iim j v^Kn^snss*.!! s^;r 

are 2oc*ed wfcen */ie roons, are closed for the night . 
ft ft? OlfMENDA TIOm : ->**” 

CT . ■ — . ( c>*. 

Ueng^re . 



strictly observed 
doors and cabinets 
<\ 



^fi'r 
^ // 



M. 



<* 



#ary 

(2J/ iVa/ices^iTals/i. 







,3d 




tC 



mi 

k W\ E0I, LD 

#01!% Htcrvo- 

Trtn. -toO*™ 54 



■ y 

' T , O * j«k » 

*pK 
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"f 



*» 



•t 



‘Memorandum to Mr* Tolson 
Be: Security Check 



10-Q-54 



( 3 ) That Z, H^hWinterrowd, who is in charge of the 
stenographic pool of the ulyvestigative Division, be censured. 



.iJ 

J l/C> ) 

0 •' , (cH- 

V * W ^ 



^PERMANENT BRIEFS ATTACHED 

?* y 



r fY 



(X— 



'<r 1 



2 



*-■ 



— crATES GOVERNMENT 

Office 2Vt er/iovanduw 0N , ‘sA^- z ^ 

UjJ ■ / , o' r 5.pt.^r^ . , 

t. . •»*• W £, # y t ktsm &^X jjgjdyj^ 



ROM 



SUBJECT ; 



». I. Edwards'* 

i?AC L. ALFRED OBENSHAIN 
Cinci nn<v t i^* S^ljS* #9500 

* 



a* jo f°$iZ p luis'i°'' 

In V * lVfj£.rs-l 4 , #9600 

* 0P 4fi^-*1rot on Probation 
jfon-3%teran, A 



/V/ »*• 

„ now ~ 

» A *»*<• ^ * Ritii si on hoUot. n 

Investigative * $q 360 c*°m 

stays; s ■*■?*■•• ^ 






5K#SS, »• » "•-■•■ „„,, . -.*< 

«3«** “,,!Kr(«”pro3«:ut(o n o» S/Si/M^ d(n? «« Lwronduf 

«^"fr n v.nr/urrrr i ^4^^ h o4 e 2 ar ! :i 

P *1S/Ws4 «"^’> '• e P I *tL t “a«« r /“ r »*• ”“'“ ir “i n f<,ipJ«*«lV aocurots! 

Windonte $*<7, Cincinnati, and t> r *n9 tc A J ot I?lia C as« j 

i ?. na t etf itioriity P“9.A r *. to tit Department °/j£l ptvisi op ^nd\ 



under ta« receioed fro*y* -■ 

when no rotpj**®*’®® i/ 53/54 and 8/30/54, ,**. 

were dispatched / . /.a/<A-«ASAfij0&# n * !?ia * n ° dia , ? f 

•9 ^ '■ -V t*lw<L “■' ^ "' e / . • « 4 

Mg# p— «« w f r?h 



i<Jswir 



fy 
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'SAC UcFarlin had been absent from duty on sicfr leave following an opera- 
tion and was not expected to return to duty until about 10/1/54', This 
air-tel was received at the Bureau on 9/Q/54 and on the sane date Cincin- 
nati was advised by Bureau air-tel that Obenshain should handle the inter- 
view immediately and advise the Bureau the result • Cincinnati air-tel of » 
9/13/54 advised the Bureau that arrangements tiad been made for Obenshain 
to interview Assistant U, S, Attorney Windom on 9/21/54, Upon receipt of 
thts air-tel at the Bureau on 9/17/54 Obenshain was instructed by Bureau 
air-tel of that date that the interview should be with U • 8, Attorney 
fartin and not Assistant U, S , Attorney Wtndoro. The interview with i/artin ■ 
was conducted by Obenshain on 9/20/54 and the Bureau advised of the result * 
by Cincinnati litter of 9/24/54, « 

The Director has instructed that in view of the inaccuracie s 
Windon's letter to the Department and the position of U, S, Attorney UdYr/'U 
that there was an honest difference in recollection as to the interview 
when prosecution was originally authorised by Windom, the Cincinnati Office 
be instructed that wherever possible all contacts with the office of the 
- S, Attorney in Columbus be handled in writing, A letter to Cincinnati 
t that effect is attached • 

Ur, Rosen by memorandum of 9/29/54 recommends that ASAC Oben- 
shain be censured for failing to follow this matter as expeditiously as 
he should have once the office had been told to handle the matter , he 
also recommended that Supervisor Humphreys be censured for failing to 
follow this matter properly after he had forwarded instructions to Cin- 
cinnati that the U,*S, Attorney be interviewed, Mr, Rosen also pointed 
out ‘that the memorandum prepared in the Investigative Division covering 
this natter by Supervisor in charge Pope did not originally contain any 
recommendations for disciplinary action in this matter and , accordingly, 
he recommended that Agent Pope be censured for this omission and that 
Section Chief Frank L, Price and Ur, Rosen’s Humber One Man, E, H, Winter- , 
rowd, also be c ensured since they approved Pope's memorandum, Ur, Belmont t 
(for Ur, Boardman) and Ur, Nichols have concurred in all of Ur, Rosen's 
recommendations, 

COUUEKTS AND RECOWJENDA TIONS OF THE ADUINISTRATT VE DIVISION: 



(1) That the attached letter of instruction to the Cincinnati 
Office be sent. 






(S) It is fit that ASM WaWWaWWW 

brought to the Bureau's attenti on_ the, f** h 'interview with 'the U* &• 

Wavs and unavailable to P* r4, !“ iSwS «/ «<» situation until his atr-tel 
. , Me did 'not advise the Bureau j bureau's instruction* 

9/3/54. no re than a month a f* er a the n f ®* 6 instruction as he was planning 
iWilitn also th s U. S. Attorney. 

TocTrlYnglT. **>* » letter of censure be directed 
Obenshatn* 






* ^ 

1 * 

+ \ V° 






( 3 ) With respect to the /oil' ow ii r.g / that the question as 

Humphreys in the Investigati ve \ nue \l x llted this cose had been a t 

to whether the agent who orig \ n ^ lly A si ^l ant 9 u. 2* Attorney Window had been 
fault in presenting the matter to A . . d 0 + the results of the Bureau & 
'determined, the Department tod bee ' 'ci/cinnatt Office to set the 

inquiry and all that rcj&ameo i ^ .Follow-up air-tels were sent to 
r? S Attorney straight in the /-l an( i ASAC Obenshain finally an- 

issVi-sre swa 

WlerZfelWeTiWWa We? and* » is no . rn *»*nM *** 
sured* y y . ^ 









c -6-*- ^ 






V / 

.> vO* 












(flyor J 
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(4) The Administrative Division recommends that Supervisor Pope 
be censured for his failure to make a recommendation in his memorandum as 
to disciplinary action and that Messrs, Price and Vinterrowd be c ensured 
for not having this omission corrected. 



?/*+ „ 



f.S \f 

r. 



4 4 



•*V 









‘ , 4 > 






(5) It is also noted that the Department was not advised until 
d/14/54 of the fact that^AUSA Wtndon had withdrawn his authorisation and 

4 ' ' (Over) 

i 

PPRMANEirr BRIEFS OF THE PERSONNEL FILES OF ASAC OBENSHAIN, SAs HUMPHREYS , 
POPE AND PRICE ARE ATTACHED, 




c 



the reason tner'/or. »• /*& * V »*• 

iM tni zzrJ/in £?:&?■»' 

dU * «• /“rSW.* t;« t i T/‘“ /^ n d unt l I «/il/«- ,f 3 p«”“>“» 

- , SS3’i.«'-5-‘-^_5 fc r ssr-J* 

. t*t i3 felt 



T^lutTorlV^ 

ir ‘"^ / ‘ rt o<toched J 

1 to Cincinnati • ✓ -L 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 






TO 



ROM 



SUBJECT: 



HR. ROS 






0 

E. H. V/INTERROi 






datb: January 4, n* 

2955 ** 

J 




FBI INVESTIGATIVE JURISDICTION WITH RESPECT 
TO TREASURY DEPARTMENT MATTERS 






. ) 



The writer axu^'-Superviso r A 






a“» 







t q_ f u rn Is h,a ,..rough~-e s tima t e es^to >wha£ the,...C.os.t ,/of .investigations 
of^IISM^ury.-iu^^ to .,JWae XBI Yon, the 

remainder,. of ..the fiscal year 2955- .and i'd? the.Xisc.al yearX95.6. ... 
In tie' mjhbf andum. °f_ _***•; Tol3 gg ga ted 

^oWUr in 




T&ij ^error -w^s.ov^rlooked .by the writer an^ S^ervisor 
McGrath, I believe, as, .a result., oX,x>ur.de sire, to make .cerbainjhat 
-^hu^Ygures ‘.submitted throughout the memorandum .were Accurate. 
These fi gur e s ' werh Ic&totefrsx&T b ac fo ecked by Mr. -McGrath, and, 
thereafter, after receiving the memorandum. JCrom Supervisor .McGrath, 
I chec kgd-.ih£,.ilgnrea. 

S ine e jfc hab»tine . this morning, January k. 1955^ bcth 
Supervisor McGrath and rays elf bays .a^ih-oheok®^ the figuraa,_at 



9*t ‘“6r‘ e ’Mr?”T62's6h r and, j;q have found- them to be accurate . 

I sincerely regret the oversight on the part of .Supervisor 
McGrath and myself in not catching the error in the designation 
of the fiscal year in the last paragraph of the memorandum, Eull 
respons ibility^in ;this-Jziaiterri^o^^r^ . \$, i r , f 






W 






~ The attached memorandum o'£~ J anuary 3, lb55 v »©whe^§^n the 
' ‘'typographical error appears, has been corrected. Mll| „. /fgy 



* rt**m 



r 



(k 

Attachment .jN 
EHW/rtl , 1 

( 6 ) r ■ 



1/4/55 - Although Messrs* Vipfd&vpi&j a P& 
McGrath carefully chebked the* figures which 
were submitted , the iMdV$r$ep<f.e, 3 i$iofr, , is v , 1 
referred to, namely inv m fiscal'^ ear- 1954* which 
should have been 1955, should not have occurred 
on their part, nor on my part „ <f Z. r acai Rw en d 

iuterrpwd. 



. , . . . . on *ne*r par*, nor on my par** 

cc Administrative :Divi.sion letters* of ensure— far Messrs* 

55 JAN 13 



A* Rosen ^ 

f5^*27*e tnaccuraoy contained in this menoranduin is 



the too frequent inaccuracies that &re appearing in ueiuo^anda^^^Irdli 

*C3£ S 1 ** A S %1 A } * ^ f 1 ( - 




r 












have discussed the necessity for avoiding these inaccuracies with 
Messrs • Rosen, Belmont and Winterrowd, and then find myself guilty 
of failing to note same when they do appear • I, therefore, recommend 
that I be censured, and I concur in Rosen*s recommendation that he, 
Winterroad and McGrath be likewise censured for failure to either 
carefully prepare material or to carefully review material prepared • 

LVB 

— ‘ 



j 

L, 




-€r*U*r jo , 

trfc 
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W 


D 

WINTERROWD, Earl Hugo 


* 

STAFF CLINIC 




i 

Age 38 Sex Male 




Complete -Spine, Lumbo Sacral Joints & Hips 
Examination requested . 


012U5U 

RADIOGRAPHIC REPORT' 


11-23-5U 


11-2U-5U 

Examination of the entire spine. 


sac ro- iliac joints and hips. all are norma!.. 

crh/e 


■■ 


f 

C. R. Herikelmann 
LT MC USN 

t 


■ 


* 

t S 

" T 

■% 


i 

i 

i 




r*' 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



Hr. Rose 



i- 



DATE: 1-20-55/ 



FROM t 



SUBJECT: 



Mr - *JWr o c \** 

NUMEER ONE MAN E. H. WINTERROWD \ ^ ^ 



ToUoa*_ 
Bo*f4m** 
NickoU — 
Belmont^ 
Harbo^U 
Mohr JrL 




Rosea 

Tm>«’ - 

$izoo - -g 
Wiacerrowo. 
Tele. Room 
-Hotter: 
Gaudy — - 



This ib-sto advise that at 8:30 a.m. , today, Mr. Winterrowd 
called to let you leqow that on advioe of his doctor he will remain 
at home today and tomorrow. The doctor advised him that he has a 
serious case of the '’flhJIand it would be best for him to stay at 
home and take proper medication at least the rest of this week. 






fit b&n 






RAA/lh 

( 4 ) 



f s' 



^ y / 



fttt.u.t'hed. 

kaU-ySf , 

'W 










January SO, 29S5 



j I 

Ur* S* Hugo lint err owd 
Apartment A 

S101 Suitland terrace, Southeast 
Washington, J>* 0 * 



Saar Mr* Winterrowdt 

2 oat sorry to laarn of your illnaoo 
and 2 want to let you Snow that I on paraonally 
concerned* ' ' 

You nuot c onset entioiily follow your 
doctor's instructions and refrain frost performing 
any of your official dutioo untiJ^ you are completely 
recovered * a 



nth best wished. 



Sincerely, 

J. £dgax\'Hoover 



m 



cct Mr* Rosen (JP&Gj 

RKW/amd t 

(5) Qa*4 



1% 1 1 * 



C ^ 

o « cr 
x * ■* 



■^{i* h t '•*" M * 
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COMM - FBI 

Jan 4 o to 

’ MAILED 31 






.JCO’iDE® 4 






February 1 , 1955 
PERSONAL AND VnUFIlEUTIAL 



Ur* St gugo Winterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D* c* 




Dear Ur • winterrowd f 



It has recently cone to the attention of t 

the Bureau that an agent under your supervision v 

prepared a memorandum to the Attorney general under 4 

date of January 28, 1955, in connection w ith the be 

Massac husetts State Prison riot involving I I b?c 

| and others, and this memorandum contained 



t ypd graphical errors as well as a mistake in grammar • 

It has further been observed that you revtewed this 
memorandum and approved it for the Investigative 
Division without detecting these errors and ordering 
their correction « 

It is evident that you did not afford this 
matter proper supervision* Hereafter, you will be 
expected to exercise more care and attention to detail 
in your review of official correspondence so that there 
will be no further necessity for the Bureau to communi- 
cate with you in this regard » 



ToUoo ^ 
.Bonrdxnan 
.Nichols 

Belmont 
ftarbo 
Mohr ^ - 



Parsons ^ 

Rosen 

Tamm 

tinrerrewd - 
Tele. Room 
Holloman 
Gandy 



Vii'f 

u bcj/tbd-fc 



pit'' 

A1> Ur* Rosen (personal Attention) 



Very truly yours, * 

lifjiasar -■ '-V -n 

^fipf^John Edgar Hoover i 
39^ i Dir ec top , 



COMM « FBI 

_ !'Ll FEB 2ia» 

“U5fEB 419 5P mailed 3n 
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Office Memorandum • 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO , 



noM * 



xnjBcr: 



Mr.;ftbsen 



datis January 26, 




liUIALTY OP EMPLOYEES OP THE UNITED 

SSS.H/7? I cternational 



ToUo* = 

>/ Boards** 

NkUU_ 

1955 w 

Harbo 

J4ohr 

Psrscoa 

Ioki 

Tan* jj.y 

Ti*c«rrow4 
Tet*. Room 
Bottom n = = 
C**dy 



There is attached hereto a det'ail ea~ memomdtm ' setting forth: b ! 

wJ?oe°r;r 2J*SS2«« g&xt***' 

Office in his report which was transmitted to ' the Burl au. * r0lt 
three page ' 

ment and at the Detroit Offloe. * inxoiroant: at the Seat of Govern 



(3 

report of SA 
Government. 




«» incorporated the details of the handling of this 
|both at the Detroit Office and at the Seat of 



incorporated hereinT^^^^* 10 * 13 oonoernin 8 administrative action are 
Administrative DiSiSiom ^ “ eraorandlsn has furnished to the 



cnr 



V* 



Attachment -t A< 
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Office Memorandum • 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



* Mr* Ro 



DAT»t 1-26-55 



noM f Mr 



M % 

. Carf*«> 



KUBJBCT: 



LOYALTY OF EMPLOYEES OF THE UNITED NATIONS 
AND OTHER PUBLIC IHTBRNATIOHAL oSawSScONS 



Tel** 

Boardnft* .. 

NkWts mm 
Bclfficoe mm 
Hot bo 

Mohr j i , imkh>»»ii h » 
t*rs<x>» 
***** 

Sizoo 

Tiocmowd * 
TtU, Room 
Hollonro* ** 
<5 oorfy mm 



.... . . . I'M® instant case relates t< 

an Agent -improperly labeled I — 

Party (CP) members. 1 



in the -Detroit Office wherein 
ts being on a list of Communist 



2fe.Q. following Corrective Steps Have Been Taken . 

1-211-55. The ^resulg ? ?f S th?« e fn£f^? by K SAC JJdntire at Detroit on 
memorandum# interview have been set forth in a separate 

bo 

(CSC), haa^biln ^ General Counsel, Civil Service Commission b 

s^sh c 8?s^ ln r tt± ^i 

adjusted and has 



ment with ieference^o^ "ZtZ Way afc ? eti * oit ^dat the Seat of Govern- 
acertain wSether misfnforaat!S£ S hf£ P 8f&^ 1? to « 

ho. occurred. eA m.A ft f:i WA -77. ? ln ? ted \ If 3Uch dissemina- 



tlon has occurred, correm^sVeps' ^?e™ taheif SUC “ diSS<m 

also been 5312 SSFStXSS SS’ 2 S^£ftL h " 

previously furnished to them on a name check request on 12-20-54. 
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The Following Are the Pacts With Reference to the Handling of this Matter 



TT-1 had working for him an Informant known as[ 



This 



b7D 



Informant furnished to TT-1 a three-page list which consisted of names of 
individuals, their addresses, in some instances their occupation, and in 
some instances the names of organizations and their addresses. There was 
a penned notation on pages 1 and 2 of this report which was as follows: 
"Further authentic CP list." We have the original of this list at the 
Seat of Government. It was received at the Bureau on 6-12-46. This list, 
in accordance with the procedures followed in 1946, was Photostated. Upon 
completion of the Photostats, the original was placed in the file and one 
Photostatic copy was transmitted by a form letter to the SAC at Detroit 
by E. H. Winterrowd, who then was a supervisor on the Communist Party 
Desk. It is noted that the transmittal form letter, 7-16-46, serial 
100-235070-274» listed copies of reports by other informants of TT-1. 

This information upon receipt by the Detroit Office was initialed for 
filing. The initial on the serial in Detroit contains the letter "N." 
Detroit states that this is the initial of former Special Agent Charles 
Noone. In addition to filing this comounicatlon, a form dissemination 

( memorandum was prepared under date of 7-16-46 by the Detroit Office and 
was initialed for filing without any action taken by Charles Noone. This 
dissemination memorandum, according to the Detroit Office, appropriately 
described the instant communication which was received from the Bureau 
for the purpose of disseminating this information to the appropriate case 
file. Consequently, the dissemination memorandum was not acted upon other 
than to have it filed ylth no acting Detroit also advised that 

in addition to their failure to take any action on this matter at the 
time It was received In the Detroit Office, they also failed to Index all 
names appearing on the list. Thisiwas not done until 4-4^53. 

( 

Ihe Indexing which oc curred in 1953 came about as a result of 
Special Agent | | discovering that this list of names had not 

been indexed, ne requested cnat It be Indexed and It was so done and com- 
pleted on 4-4-53. 



All of the above action took place prior to tne investigatio n 



which was Instituted in the instant case involving 
which was conducted with reference to a Loyalty of 'Employees of the 
United Nations investigation. 



b6 

b7C 



The Following is the Handling With Reference to the Instant Case. After 
the Investigation Was Instituted . 

Special Agent | ~| was assigne d the Instant lnv esti- 

gation. One of the references given by applicant was l I 

A file check of the Detroit Office resulted In two references being made. 

b6 

b7C 

^2- b7D 
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available to I I one being a 100 reference which consisted of the 

List of names .heretofore described, and the other a 66 reference which 
was a plant informant file. Ihe 66 reference was_mrked_by an employee 
Chief Clerk's 0 ffice w not pertineht*(NP)#* f | 

//his report settin g forth the resul ts of his investigation, including 

//an interview with! L r n i l ^ 

recounts that | , | 

Detroit, Michigan, aavisea tnat ne had known Mr. for the past' 

HO y«ars* He said their mutual interest in the boat building business 
caused than to have frequent business contacts until about 19I4.9 when 
went to work for the Government* He said he regards 

{*£• I „ l as a “a* 1 good character, unquestionable loyal to the United 

States Government, and that he associates with people of good character. 
He said he has not seen him in the past five years but would recommend 
him for a position of trust* 



;to inco rporating the results of his personal 
J Agent p [ incorporated information which he 



In a ddition _ , 

interview with I I Agent | fii 

obtaine d from the list in question, T his is to the effect tnat the 
name og l I Detroit, hlchigan, was on a list 

aescr^bqq py t-JL as an authentic list of CP members* Tills was In error 
ar *d| [ should not have incorporated the latter 'information. He didjb 



not call lor the 66 plant file which would have made him aware of the 
fact that Iwas a plant informant of the Detroit Office and had 



b7D 



been contacted in this regard in 1951* 



Supervisor 
was transmitted to the bureau. 



approved this report and it 
upon rtS' receipt at the Bureau, super- 



visor David W. Breen reviewed the report and approved it for transmittal 
to the Civil Service Commission. The Civil Service Commission has been 
furnished with corrected pages of the report so tnat Its records are 
now correct. 



THE FOLLOWING RECOMMENDATIONS ARK SUBMITTED; 



( 1 ) Former Special Agent Charlea/Noone improperly handled the 
material upon its receipt In Detroit when/he initialed this material for 
filing without having it properly Indexed or without properly insuring 
that It was disseminated to individual case files. No action can be 
taken against him. However, a copy of this memorandum should be placed 
In his personnel file. 



1 / 26/55 - 

*Code NP"not pertinent" - sounds like a dangerous 
practice for clerical employees to indulge in* 

I have asked Inspecti on Divis ion to conduct 
research to see if this has ever been authorized 
by Bureau for field utilization . 
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K^nor&ndum to Mr. Rosen 



(2) SA | Liaiproperly handled this oase. 

He should have been aware jthht l I was a plant Informant. He 

should have questioned the list whloh he utilized, which list con- 
tained the names of persons who obviously were not Communist Party 
members. He did not question this list and interpreted the notation 
..which had been placed there by the informant to mean it was a member- 
'* ship list when obviously it was not so, but was a mailing list. It 
is recommended that he be censured, placed on probation for 90 days, 
that he be taken off applicant work to which he is presently assigned, 
that he not be utilized on any applicant or security work or any involved 
case until he can adequately establish that he is qualified to handle 
such matters* He should be given close supervision and transferred to 
a smaller office where he oan be given closer supervision. 

Jr if 5 {Q 

* ' M - 



^ ■ ■ 

(3) SA | l supervisor handling applicant 

matters, initialed this report and approved it for transmittal to the 
Bureau. SAC Mclntlre does not believe that the supervisor should be 
held responsible for having approved this report inasmuch as he cnecked 
it to see that all leads had been covered and that the report was 
prepared in proper form. He did not believe that the supervisor should 
be expected to check back on the information contained in this report 
to insure that it was accurate. The SAC states that the obtaining and 
reporting of acourate information is the res ponsibility of the Agent be 
an d he rec ommended no action against | \ It is recommended that b7 

SA | I recelve a letter of oensure for his failure to properly 

indoctrinate men under his supervision to correctly check files and to 
properly evaluate information contained in the files. Inasmuch as this 
was under his supervision, he should be held responsible. 



r HX LJ-. :■<"</ . 

(1|) It is reoommended that a letter of censure be sent to 
SAC Mclntlre for his failure to recognize that it is the responsibility 
of his supervisors to insure that matters within their jurisdiction 
are properly handled and, consequently, he should have recommended 
administrative action ratner than to recommend against it. 
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Memorandum to Mr. Rosen 



(5) HugoXwinterrowd transmitted a copy of the original 
informant list reoeived in 194& to the Detroit Offioe by form letter. 

This was the prooedure followed at that time. The form letter is such 
that the Detroit Offioe oould have asked further questions if they needed 
“V any olarifioatlon. I do not reoommend any administrative aotion against 
Winterrowd. 

• 

In view of the failure of, the Detroit Office to take action' 
on the form transmittal which it had received from the Bureau* it might 
be desirable to check into our present procedures in transmitting Bureau 
informant reports to the field. I so 'recommend that this be done. 





(6) Supervisor David W.)(Breen, who handled the matter at 
the Seat of Government* had in his roo ssesslon only the Information 



'4 

set forth in the Detroit report of SA I It is the sole responsi- 

bility of the field offioe submitting the report to adequately describe 
derogatory information relating to references given by the applicant. 

No cheok of Bureau files is made concerning references. This procedure 
of not checking references through Bureau files has been the subject 
of previous memoranda and has been approved on a number of occasions b ° c 
because of the prohibitive cost involved in checking *ii rafapannas 
Supervisor Bre en advises that he had no knowledge of the 



r 



as to size or importance. Although he did not recognize 

this company* it would have been desirable for him in this oase to 
request Detroit to verify the information submitted. This would have 
been an exception to the prooedure required but it might have disclosed 
the error in the Detroit Office. In view of this* it is recommended 
that a letter of censure be directed to SA Breen so that in the f uture 
he will be alert to similar situations. 



(7) The Detroit Office advised that clerical errors wnlch 
occurred in this case cannot be traced to any individual Inasmuch as 
the clerical errors wnich occurred in 194<> cannot be attributable to 
any employee as there are no identification marks on any of the serials 
handled. Mclntire states that the initials of the clerical employee did 
not appear on serials in 191^6. This is cnanged now and clerical employee's 
initials do appear. 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



TO j 



FROM > 



SUBJECT 



0 ^ L 

E.H. WINTERROWJI 



datbi February 4# 
1955 



TELEPHONE CALLS 

AFTERNOON OF FEBRUARY 4, 1955 



ToUo* 

Boar4ma« „ 
Nicbols ^ 
Belmonte 

Harbo— ... 

Mohf :j 

Parsons 
Rose* 

’^a^rro'vd , 
Ttl*. Room 
Holloman M 
Gaadjr - - - 



This memorandum is submitted, pursuant to your request 
for an explanation as to why I did not take a telephone call which 
came in at 2:15 P#M. from SAC Hallford at Pittsburgh* This call b 

concerned a development in the I l ease and the call, at' my b 

request, was referred to Mr* Price*s Office where, because Mr* 

Price was talking long distanoe to New York on another fast 
developing case, the call was taken by Mr* Keep* 

I previously informed you orally that I was endeavoring to 
get SAC Piper at Memphis back on the line at that time by placing 
a stop on the switchboard since Piper was talking to Mr* Nichols 1 
Office* I was erroneous in this regard because of the fact that I 
had already talked to Mr* Piper and had finished at 2:14 P*M*, 
one minute before HaUford* s call oame in, I had been receiving 
a number of calls and while talking to you had forgotten the time 
elements; however, after checking I have .now ~gq tteinthBm' straight 

RECORDED 1 | 67- j 

r'your~ab~s ertcS" I 



I know your strict instructions that in yo Xu* jab's erice" 1 
should take all telephone calls wherever poBsiBl§ r aft3 c< I"could”haver^ 
taken the call from Hallford but in my con s |d ‘j i&'d’gftent -I-felt 7 * 
the call could be relayed to Mr. Price 1 s Office* and if any problem 
came up they could consult with ‘me* I had just finished ^miking to 
Piper at 2:14 P»M. when Hallford «s call oam s c ih R at 2 :1b., This nail 
from Piper concerned the apprehension of Ca r penned brie of theV^toiV^ 
ten fugitives* :I was conferring with the supervisor,"" endeavoring to 
dictate a memorandum and had already called Mr. Boardman and had j 
dictated a note to I I * All of this broke between 1:54 ) 

when Piper first called in and 2:15> when Hallford called. In the 
meantime I started to dictate a memorandum on a call from McCabe in 
Philadelphia in connection with an extortion case on which there had 
been an earlier teletype sent in by Philadelphia and on which Mr* 
Boardman called me for background information* 

These calls occurred while you -had stepped out for a bite 
to eat. Because of the numerous specials which you had handled and 



beoause of the number of telephone, .calls you were delayed in getting 
to lunch and, therefore, I vfras a'oting 4 ih »y£ur absence • 



EHW/rh 

o) yl , 

Si FEB 18 1955 




m 

ic/ 













Memorandum for Mr. Rosen 



It might be noted that immediately upon taking the 
call from Hallford, Mr. Keep called me and discussed a problem 
with me and I gave him my opinion and authority in connection with 
A the matter. I realize that I could have taken the call and should 
11 have taken the call but I felt it would be better referred to 
\J Mr. Price ‘s Office so that I could handle the other special items 
that were pending at the time. 

y 

In the future I have make every endeavor to take all 
calls during your absence. 



i 
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t Hr , Rosen 



•sa- 



TO 



P Copy 

DATE: .1-28-55 



JPROM 



Hr . Winterrowd 



SUBJECT: 



l with aliases , et al . ; 



MASSACHUSETTS STATE PRISON RIOT 
JANUARY 18, 1955 




i 

/ 

Reference is made tcTthe attached memorandum from 
Mr, Lilly to Mr. Price concerning the typographical errors in the 
memorandum to the Attorney General captioned as above dated 
January 28, 1955, 



Mr. Lilly states he Is aware of the absolute 
necessity of preparing memoranda In finished Tom and that he regrets 
the errors in that communication. Mr, Price and I both read this 
memorandum prior to Its leaving the division, 1 read it and 
approved it for you in your absence and forwarded It t<? Mr. Boardxtan'S 
Off lee. There is no excuse for our overlooking these errors and I 
sincerely regret that they occurred, I have no excuse other than I 
was so Interested In determining that the substance was proper that 
I overlooked the errors* 

However, there is no excuse and, accordingly! I 
recommend that Mr Lilly, Mr, Price and I all receive letters of 
censure for this. 



\ 





Yes. 1/28. 


Yes. 


Attachment 




EBW/lh 


TOLSON 


HOOVER 



Lets, of censure to Lilly, Price, and 
Winterrowd. 2-1-55 • 



DCM/bak 



55 FEB 9 1955 
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March 7, 2955 



PERSONAL AND 



Mr* B* Hugo Winter ro ©d 
Federal bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D* C* 



Bear Mr* Winterrowd: 

It has tee n no ie<T thcft~ you prepareda Memorandum 
dated Feb ruary 23*195S. analysing the handling of the* ctise 
entitle d \ ~| Theft of Government Property n and 

recomxxenaTng~cer^aTn~aSainistrattve action* f .Xaujpill. rjscall 
that/ after the Boston ^Division had closed this investigation 
WiiKbut '.developing any evidence of theft other governmental 
investigators obtained written* confessions frost y L oncL 

another subject admitting the thefts* J njJPU r.memprand u m you 
recommended that no administrative action be taken with re- 
spect to the supervision of this case in the Investigative 
Division but a further analysis of the- facts hds indicated 
that there was a dereliction on the part of the Seat of 
Government supervisor and appropriate action is being taken 
in his case* 



Specifically , it has been determined the \ | 

investigation was opened upon Bureau instructions predicated 
on ^information received from the Mew lork Division and the 
supervisor*. who*-* issued -the instructions to conduct ^the inves- 
i£Tca3xin«.JCflS jxtoare of the potentialities of the case and , 
$hould r have questioned the thoroughness of the investigation 
and insisted on a more complete inquiry* It is apparent "that 
you did not .make a proper evaluation with regard to the Qeaii of 
Government sitfervision of this miter and, accordingly, ^ou^ 
wiTX be ' expected* ±b exercise better judgment in the *futtfre in 



will be 1 expectddi tip exe 
any similar 1 situations* 



^ - RECODED ■ 13? verv Sjjfcmg 

I O ibrr I Sr* Edge* HdM* 



JlC'ggs* 
(4) * 

CCs Mr* 
Note - B 1 



John Bdgar Hoover 
Director ** 






M - » 

MAILED 25 



55MARW955 Rm: 



ten (Personal Attention) '~ mm “ 
d on memo from R* T* Harbo to 



J0 1955 

,r ..uuj..A1.*1 

olson dated 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 



Mr. . Tolson 



B. T* Mar bo 



fit 



DATS: 2-28-55 



T<4*oc~ 

&o*r4**n 

HkhoU ^ 



THEFT OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY 



'// /■ ■' i Robert E. Gebhardf 

.. . Special Agent 

EOD - $-22-47 
GS-13 y 8,360 

Supervisor-Criminal Section 
Investigative Division 

V.eteran 

O Hot on probation 

I 

Investigative Division fmemorandum 2-23-S5 reflects 
that representatives of Treasury’ Department and Criminal Investi- 
gative Dtvision of Army obta ined confessions o n February 2 and 
3, 1955 from subject and one | ~| regarding theft 

of 800 . §0/caTline receivers during October", 1953, all property * 

S. Government. Matter previously investigated by Bureatfzand k^ h6 
closed 'by Boston report April 23, 1954 with statement that, ~ b7 
’’■There is no indication of any theft of government property. " 

Investigative Division recommended administrative 
action with respect to (2) inadequate investigation by Boston !«, 
Agents, (2) failure on part of SAC powers of Dost a to reffagnizi& 
signiffgancre of situation and recommend appropriate administrative 
action andj J3} failure on p ort of ASAC E. E. Hargett and Field 

5kperuiso£| [ to exercise good judgment as evidenced 

by their rpconaenaattons. A 1 1 — F'T rm^r 7 Tf i 

\Invest\gat ive Division recommend 

respect t€ Seat oT Government Supervisor S.j E. Gem& forirtatina.- 

"that on ashe fcasjpj of an evaluation of the 'tuJ6 u ''Heptyi^\xiQo i df$U 6*^ 
it would Appear jy the surface that ,a logical investigation, 'poA’ m ‘ 
conducted even though current developments indictttu; 



[ft I 



J was not obtained." AsS'Hstcfnt to the^pireotor I. ’ft. W^raQai955' 
questioned the above observation ahd'Fecommended independent 
review c/f files. Review by SA R. G ; Held Trai ning^ndt^HelaW. 
Division rb.fJjeoits thi9 t vype of case handled by selective super- 



Review by SA B. O'. Held Tratnirtg-a, 



for the synopsis o. 



i Mohr * .. 

\i * Rosen tPI {, 7u 

55’MAR ^’•ISSSej m« iASd& tf m proebhart 
Zufile 46-20858 

\ me „ ^ 











/ 



•report3 i unless circumstances,, indicate otherwise . 

Allegation brought to attention o f Bureau by New York 
!■ letter November 20 , 1953 which reported information received 
\from customs representative and stated no investigation contemplated 
j&cised upon data submitted. .Buair-tel dated November 27, -1953 i° 

| New York and Boston ordered investigation and Bulet December $, 

'1953 Criminal Division of Department advised that allegation 
developed, to some extent , by New York State Police 'through 
telephone tap. Stated no inquiry regarding n tap n contemplated. 

Field followed January 21, 295k and initial report submitted by 
Boston February 9, 295k with closing report on April 25, 195k 
by Boston. 




In view of original material submitted by New York, 
Boston investigation inadequate . ' Interviews with principal 
parties incomplete in that no effort appears to have been :iade 
to question them closely, signed statements were not obtained 
ana no indication any consideration given placing subjects under 
oa th . 



Inasmuch as Supervisor Gebhardt ordered investigation 
and was aware of the material originally reported by New York 

( it would appear that it was his responsibility to have questioned 
the thoroughness of the Boston investigation and to have insisted 
a more complete inquiry was conducted. Although matter one 
normally handled by selective supervision, initial actions indicate 
SA Gebhart aware of potentials of the case and consequently respon- 
sible for its development. In view of circumstances it appears 
that this situation might have been avoided had the case been 
afforded closer supervision. , 

The analyses, by the Investigative Division, of the 
handling of this case at the Bureau also appear $ faulty and subject to 
criticism. 

RECOWJENDA TION : 

(l) That Agent Supervisor S. Ek Gebhardtof the Investigative 
Division be censured for his failure to fulfill his responsibi.1 ity 
of closely following this case to insure -that it was properly handled 
by the Boston Division and brought to a logical conclusion. 




/ % ; 

i 

i 



(2) That E* H.Ywinterrowd, #1 Man Investigattve Division, 
he censured /or his 'failure in the first instance, to have 
recognised the delinquency on the part of the Seat of Government 
Supervisor and to have recommended administrative action . 
Winterrowd prepared the Memorandum of 2/23/55, recommending no 
administrative action for the Seat of Government Supervisor • 






I 

i 



i 



PERSONNEL BRIEES SA ROBERT E. GEBHARVC AND E . H. WINTERROWD ATTACHED. 
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March 10, 2955 



PERSONAL AM 



Mr * £* Hugo Wtnterrowd 
federal Bureau of Investigation 
Mashington , 9, C* 



'“Dear Mr * 3 interrowdt 

Tour tnadequ&te supervision of a phase of the 
Unauthorised Pub iicationor Use of Communications investi- 
gation involvtng \_ I ftoa cone to the attention 

of the Bureau * It Jos Been noTed that you reviewed and b 
approved a memorandum to Mr* farren Olney 1X2 of the 
Department of Justic e without noticing that a revised copy 
of a letter to a Mr* I ~~1 had not be en sub - 

stituted for a copy of tKe original letter to Mr* I 1 

as an attachment to the memorandum to Mr* Olney* As a 
result of your oversight on this occasion when the memorandum 
to Mr* Olney was submitted for the approval of reviewing 
officials, a copy of t he original rather than the revised 
letter to Mr* | | a>aa attached* 

The absolute necessity for the utmost care the 
preparation and review of official correspondence emanating 
from the Bureau must be obvious to you * Hereafter, ,j/Q# 
be expected to handle this phase of your official dufiXesgl 
a more careful manner in order , to prevent any repetition Of* 
similar negligence on your part* ? 



JCOMM-FBJ 

MAR 11 1855 

MAILED 20 



Tt* / V 

t -v *y 

Tery truly yours, ^ ck 

/ ^ V* Edgar Hoover w >/ 

John Edgar Hoover Jp 

x\ 



mop r* / ' vi a/, , 

CCi Mr. Rosen (Personal Attentt o\ — 

W . ' LV J. , s»ij| , | t 

NOTH: This letter of censure is iasediron a menonanduh'frcn 

Mr. Boardman to Mr. Tolsdn datU^-S-SS; LVB'i'csh: 'C~ m ~ " 

A ■*4&~ ‘ , » m 151983 

/ | A , ' FECEiU. E.X"J t* ".uST.MI.C1 




Mr , Tolson 



3-8-55 



R, T, Bar bo 



toa 



• j 



was.; 

METROPOLITAN STATE BANK 
DERBY, COLORADO, JULY 19, 
[BANK ROBBERY, CONSPIRACY, 



1954 

ESCAPE AND 



RESCUE 



o 



bo 

b7C 



SYNOPSIS 

>7" 



£ I //< Uh K I 'jcIL lift Usd 



BACKGROUND : „ Denver letter February 1, 1955, furnished Bureau two 

\ i.y.opies of dmendedfipqge 1 of report of SA Bar old C , Cook 
dat ed* l^l&gfhat Denver and th£S£ copies o./ 1 * Corre cted parole reports 

for I . ... ~ I pursuant to tnstruc - 

tions~^e^~for^K~TrF~Matr^eJ :w 3^nuary^^~IUSSl Buair-tel stated 
title and character of referenced report incomplete- and parole re- 
ports contained misspellings ; poor sentence structures and messy 1 
typing ,. No explanations requested of Denver regarding the errors 
and Denver neglected in its letter to furnish any such information 
or consider need of administrative action , 

GOVERNING' INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter;, 54-23, May 4, 195% provides 

- ,, , . ”, H in the ifuture all errors .to^b'e ^cqrrebted 

in report Rafter they have been*, forwarded to the Bureau . t Ahsi i ibe 
submitted^bg'b'over letter cont^X^n^ ah explanation fbr ''ihe^eP'ror,, 
together with' two copies of a^yXeor sections to be' madt oh'":repb^ts 
previously disseminated," Section 4A 1 j. Manual of Rules and •’ 
Regulations, provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted 
to the Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an ex- 
planation for the error, recommendations for any administrative action, 
if necessary, together with two • copies of the amended pages of reports," 



r 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter February S3, 1955, to Denver,. 

prepared in connection with a survey con- 
ducted by Inspector B, C, Van Pelt covering such errors, called 
attention to foregoing instructions > and requested field and SOG 
explanations, A copy was furnished to Investigative Division, 

Attachments 



cot Mr, Nichols 
Mr', Boardman 
Mr, Rosen 
Mr, Mohr 



RGB trie 
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FSMM1171 955 



ccs SOG Personnel * Files : 

SAC Charles W, Brown 
ABAC >Roy X, Moore 
SA Barold' C, Cook 

SA'* Dillard V , Umneni 

Stenographer \ | ,• 

’Section "Chief :F, L, Price 
Man 'E, B, Vinterrowd 
> Assistant. Director A, Rosen- ( 
,SOG Files/ - Denver Field Divisipn . 

' • Investigative Division 
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EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED t By letter dated February 25, 1955, dictated 

by Assistant Special Agent in Charge Roy 
X* Moore, Special Agent in Charge Charles V, Brown states s (l) SA 
Harold C , Cook, Resident Agent Colorado Springs, Colorado, submitted 
question reports to the Denver Office in rough draft form; (2) ASAC 
Moore propf read the rough drafts and sent same to steno pool for 
typing and (3) ASAC Moore subsequently spanned and approved finished 
products, failing to proof read, as he had previously approved the 
rough drafts, 

SAC Brown states that upon receipt of Buair-tel Jant mrv 24, 
2955. it was 'determined errors were the fault .of stenographer I I 

l as the rough drafts were complete. No explanation submitted b 
at .that time as it was felt Bureau had detected errors prtor to .. b 

dissemination. No action recommended by SAC Brown regarding SA Cook 
as his trough': drafts complete and ho. .indication -he saib' finished', dc&anrts 
prior to ^transmittal to Bureau f,J.SAC Brown states stenographer I | 
resigned* January 28, 1955, and [recommends no administrative'', action 
against [ASAC f Moore as dereltctibns Have been brought forcibly’ to his 
attention, ^States steps have [been taken to eliminate^possibllity 
of future [situations of this type recurring, 

r . ' . I 6 

' * ^ ' “SOQ Supervisor Dillard* Howell states reports ^reviewed 
carefully *ahd {as errors were thqse {of form, rather than substance,, 
he felt;[that constructive suggestions were in order 'father that), 
requests' fof [explanations, Siafes\ihat from ihcpming. , apparent"; 
that[f ieid’{stehographer new and' -inexpertenced and thatyte pointed 
out* Denver the need for careful proof reading of d%%° such 1 rndtp rial 

in the" future , " ’ , < v ■ , 

< * 5 -% 

’ < = ■ " I 1 ' ‘ s 

CONCLUSfpN ’r/“Although SO0 Supervisor D, W, Howell fufnished[cqnstruc- 
\ , tive suggestions [to fbHe Denver Division^inchis'Air-tel 
of January 24y 1955; the error;%^were those of forn 'rathef' $hbn‘ substance 
and ''in' no fpayj,, jeopardised the £ase, l needless expense and ^correspondence 
did ' rejsuit {Hue to his failure to d omply with existing^Buredu 
regulations,*,'' • ! f " ■ 

RECOMMENDA TIONS t 

(l) SA Harold C, Cook [^Denver, Colorado,,, , no {q^tiqn’f, n ,ino 
indication SA Cook had opportunity to see finished^ report ipriofr 
to its dissemination to the [Bureau and no criticism directed, to 
rough draft submitted by him. 
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(2) ASAC Roy K. Moore, Denver, Colorado. ...censure. ...for 
admitted failure on his part to thoroughly review the above-mentioned 
reports prior to initialing and failure to comply with existing 
Bureau instructions regarding the submission of explanations and 
recommendations in connection with errors. 



(3) SAG Charles V. Brown, Denver, Colorado.... censure.... 
although there is no indication he was aware of this situation he 
is responsible for the operation- of his office and for any weaknesses 
which might exist. 



(4) Stenographer 
this individual 



J)enver, Colorado.... no action .... 
resigned effective January 28, 1955. 
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(5) SOC Supervisor Dillard W. Howell.,.. censure.... although 
he observed the errors made by the Denver Division ; furnished 
constructive instructions as to necessary corrections and cautioned 
the office as to the need for careful review of correspondence, 
he neglected to follow existing Bureau instructions resulting in 
needless expense and excessive correspondence . 



S 



**4 

' 4.i 

i Vf t 



i 
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(6) F , L, Price, Section Chief, Criminal 1 Section,, ,, 
recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 



(7) E, E, Winterrowd, #1 Man, Investigative Division, ,,, 
recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 



(8) Assistant Director A, Rosen, Investigative Division,,,, 
no action,,,, in view of his being recommended separately 
for censure for this and other similar matters. 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAC CHARLES V, BROWN, ASAC ROT K, MOORE, SPECIAL 
AGENTS DILLARD W, HOWELL AND HAROLD C, COOK ARE ATTACHED HERETO, 



DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in thj investigative file. 



mm (min ww 

EDM BUM OF IiESIIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OP JUSTICE 



/,/ 



I certify that : I have 'received the following Government property for official use: 

^<W4ed 



OPERATIONS AND PROCEDURES MANUAL ON PERSONNEL HATTERS No, 36 



2161 

The Government property which you hereby .achowleSg^ 
is charged to you and you> are ; responsible for taking 
care of It aid returning dt when Its use has been 
completed. DO NOT M OR'ffiHE ON IT ORMTHATE 
H TNA1NAI, 
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Mr* Tola on 



3/11/55 



R * ' T* Harbo 




SSA, 1946; CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR 



SYNOPSIS 



BACKGROUND : By letter dated 2/8/55 the Albuquerque Division furnished b?c 

three copies of amended page 11 of the report of SA Robert 
V * Carnes dated 1/10/55 at Albuquerque * It was indicated therein that 
the original pages stated " Enclosures to Bureau: Two photostatic 

copies of registrant's Selective Service file*" The amended pages 
stated "Two photostatic copies of pertinent portions of * • • " This 
material w as received at the Bureau and initialed to the file by 
Supervisor | | No explanations or recommendations were 

requested oy t«e "Bureau or submitted by the field* 

GOYERNIM INSTRUCTIONS: SAC Letter 54-23, 5/4/54, provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by cover 
letter containing an explanation for the error, together with two 
copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminated* " 
Section 4A 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations, provides, "Amended 
pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter* 

The cover lqtter must contain an explanation for the error, recommenda- 
tions for any administrative action, if necessary , together with two 
copies of the amended pages of reports* " 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Albuquerque with copy 

to Investigative Division, prepared in connection 
with a survey conducted by Inspector H* C* Van Pelt covering such 
errors, called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field 
and SOG explanations* 



EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : 



Attachments 



Mr* Boardman 
Mr* Rosen 
Mr* Mohr 



5 5 MAR 



SOG Personnel Files: 

SAC D* A* Bryce 

ASAC H*L* McConnell 

SA Robert V* Carnes 

SA I I 

Section Ch i efrfCo ur tn ey A* Evans 

#2 Man E* H* sinterrotqd > — 

Assistant Director A* Rosen 
SOG Files: Albuquerque Division 

Investigative Division 



955 
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EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED t BjtJtemorandum dated 2/24/55 Supervisor I I ; 

I ~| Accounting and Fraud Section , Investi- b " ■ 

gative Division, advised tKat upon receipt of the corrected pages from 
the Albuquerque Office, the desirability of securing explanations j 

and recommendations teas considered but that due to the nature of the 
error and since the field was alert enough to correct their own error J 

prior to any dissemination, no such action was felt necessary • 

By letter dated March 8, 1955 f the Albuquerque' Division 
submitted as attachments the explanations of SA Robert F* Carnes, > 

the reporting Agent ; SA Gordon Jackson, Relief Supervisor and ASAC 
H , L • McConnell , SA Carnes was unable to explain why he omitted certain 
pertinent words from referenced report stating that it was done inad- 
vertently and that t;he entire matter was an oversight on his part • j 

. »’ 

Relief Supervisor Gordon Jackson' advised that he was the 
individual who approved the submission of' the' porrected pages to the 
Bureau * Me' stated that he did' hot have any finite recollection of 
this matter. 1, that he is aware' of “existing ' requirements and that it was 
done undoubtedly through an oversight on his part « 

ASAC McConnell stated' that he approved the original report in 
the first instance and that he cannot recall Hhe ’ circumptdnces which 
existed at 'that time « He added' that the omission whs observed two days 
later resulting in the submission of the corrected pages , ASAC McConnell 
recommends censure for himself and SA Carnes and a letter of caution for , 
Relief Supervisor Jackson « 

CONCLUSION: \ 

... . , 

Although' the omission' of the above words appears to be of j 

little consequence , it could have caused considerable difficulty as it \ 

completely changes the" meaning of the sentence ♦ Tn addition, needless \ 

time and effort m&t expended, hot to* mention the preparation of addt- \ 

tional correspondence, as a result of the'failure on the part of I 

Albuquerque and the responsible' Bureau Supervisor to submit and 
request the necessary explanation and recommendations • 

RECOMMENDA TIONS : \ 

« ’■* * ■» l tit tl 

( 1 ) SAC D» A*' Bryce, Albuquerque* * **censure*f for weakness -! 
in the functioning of his office • ! 

I 

i 










* •* s -s ,>s -,i^4 * M 

(^9^< \ASAC E,. L, McConnell,, Albuquerque,,,, censure,,,, for 
approving an inaccurate report , 



! 



SA Robert W, Carnes^' Albuquerque ; ♦ ♦ .censure , . * . preparing 
an inaccurate report in the first instance and for failing to submit 
an explanation for the error in the second instance. 



(4) &t l I J hvestigdtive Division,,,, censure 

,,,,for failing to request .appropriate* explanations and ‘recommendations 
for administrative action from- the Albuquerque Division at the time 
the amended pages were received , be 

■ ' b7C 



(5)' Section Chief Courtney* Evans,. Accounting and Fraud 
Section,,, ^recommendation' being- submitted separately covering this 
and other similar matters. 



(6) § 1 Man. E, E, Winterroad, Investigative Division,,,, 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this. and other * 
similar matters, • 



? 



f 



* 
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(7)' * Assistant Director A.’ Rosehj Thvestigative Division 
....no action.. ..in view of hie being recommended separately for 
censure for this and similar matters. 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF ASAC MCCONNELL AND SAs CARNES AND ONSOARD ATTACHED 
HERETO. 

DETAILS 

Not repeated htrein in view of being fully/ covered in synopsis 
and in the investigative file. 
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Mr, Tolson 



3-0-55 



R, T, Barbo 



" | |- DESERTER 

SYNOPSIS b7c 

BACKGROUND ! Subsespten t to the receipt of the report of SA \ \ 

I ~| dated January 14, 1955, at Chicago, the 

investigative UTUTsTon directed an error form letter (0-17) to 
Chich^o on January 25, 1955, requesting an amended administrative 
pdge explaining the need for directing a copy of this report to the 
Kansas City Office, 

In reply by memorandum dated February 11, 1955, the 
Chicago Division furnished amended copies of page 5 of referenced 
report* iBufile reflects that this matter was initialed to the 
file by SOG Supervisor Seymor Phillips ; that no Explanations 
or recommendations for administrative action were requested by 
the Bureau and that the Chicago Division neglected to follow 
existing Bureau instructions. 



GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS ! SAC Letter 54-23, 5-4-54, provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been foi*warded to the Jiureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to b e made on rej>oi~t 3 previously 
•) disseminated ," Section 4A 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations, 

5 provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau 
by oover letter. The cover letter must contain an explanation for 
the? error, recommendations for any administrative action , if 
necessary, together with two copies of the amended pages of reports ," 



. EXPLA NA TI ONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter dated February 23, 1955, 

with a copy for the Investigative Division 



J Attachments 

I 

ca Mr, Boardman 
i Mr, Rosen 

Mr, Mohr 



RGHirlc 
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ca 



SOG Personnel 
SA C Donald 
SA \ 

SA Leo B, Feary 



Files! 

E^stetter 



SA George H, Murphy 
SA Seymor F, Phillips 
Section Chief F, L, Price 






l$I-*Man E, H, winterrowd 
Assistant Director A, Rosen s * 
SOG Files, Chicago Field Division 
Investigative Division 
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prepared in connection with a survey conducted by Inspector H. C, 

Van Pelt covering such errors , called attention to foregoing 
instructions and requested field and SOG explanations, 

EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED : By letter dated March 1, 1955, SAC 

D, S, Hostetter stated that SA I ~~| 
inadvertently forgot to mention Kansas City specifically on page 
five of the referenced report, be 

SAC Hostetter also advised ±hai r eferenced report was 
approved by relief Supervisor | [ who stated that he 

checked the administrative pagefor Information copies and through 
inadvertence failed to note that Kansas City was not included 
with the other offices mentioned therein, * 

In reply to the Bureau’s request for amended copies’ of 
page five of referenced r eport, Chicago advised that relief Super- 
visor George A, Murphy approved the outgoing communication and was 
of the opinion that the error in question was an obvious oversight 
on the part of the reporting Agent and as such not substantive in 
nature, SAC Hostetter recommended no administrative action with 
respect to any of the above-mentioned individuals, 

SOG Supervisor Seymor Phillips advised that he did not 
request explanations of the Chicago Division or recommendations 
as to administrative action insofar as this incident is concerned 
inasmuch as he interpreted Bureau instructions to apply only to 
errors of substance, , 

CONCLUSIONS Although the above error is one of form rather than 
substance and in no way affected the outcome of 
this investigation, needless expense and unnecessary correspondence 
was brought about as a result of the failure of responsible Agents 
to adhere to existing Bureau instructions. Had ~bhe explanations 
and recommendations been submitted in the first instance, considerable 
correspondence would have been avoided, 

RECOMMEND A TIONS : 

1, SAC Donald S, . Hostetter , Chicago, Illinois,,, 
recommendations being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters. 
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i 



I 



t 



(2) SA 






Chicago ^ X2J • • • 



for having failed in t>he first instance to prepare the report 
in the proper manner « 
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(3) SA 

f ailing to n^tS~tJiT~el f ror, 



I Chicago, Illinois* ...censure.. .for 

rtn ■ the first instance . 
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(4) SA George H. Murphy , Chicago , Illinois.... censure.... 
for failing to submit required explanations and’ recommendations 
pursuant to existing regulations. 



J 
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(5) SOO Supervisor SeymCt F * Phillips* •••censure**, .for 
failing to request explanations and recommendations from the 
field pursuant to existing Bureau regulations* 



(6) F* L* Price, Section Chibfj Criminal Division**,* 
recommendations being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters* 



(?) E* H* Vinterrowd , # I J Van, Investigative Division**,* 
recommendations being submitted separately covering this and 
other similar matters. 



(8) Assistant Director A* Rosen, Investigative Division**** 
no action,** , in view of his being recommended separately for censure 
for this and other similar matters * 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAs 
HERETO. 



MURPHY AlfD PHILLIPS ATTACHED 



b6 

b7 



DETAILS 

Not repeated herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file* 
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Mr* Tolson 



3/9/55 



R* T* Harbo 



RING .FINANCIAL ABILITY 



.SYNOPSIS 

BACKGROUND ; On 1/27/55 an 0-1 Form sent to Miami- .pointed' out that 
the- report of SA Douglass >E. Wendel dated 1/19/55 at 
Miami, contained a lead for action by that office which was -not 
' properly the function of the Bureau and-requested amended .pages* 

! Referenced report contained a lead for the Miami Division to determine 
from one of the subjects whether he -was* planning to complete certain 
arrangements with the Assistant -U* S* Attorney* Miami, ’by letter 
; dated 2/10/55* furnished 3 copies of page 2 of referenced report which 
were to be substituted for those in the original report. No explanations 
for the error were requested' of Miami and none were submitted* Miami- 
made :no comment regarding .possible administrative .action* 

GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS; SAC Letter 5^-23, $/k/5k» provides "In the 

future all -errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be- submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error,, together 
with two copies of any, corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated.” Section 4 a 1 J, Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an -explanation 
for the error, recommendations for any administrative- action, if 
.^necessary, together ‘with' two copies of the amended pages of reports.” 

^ EXPLANATIONS!* REQUESTED ; Bureau letter 2/23/55 to ^Miami, -copy to 
^ Mr*. Rosen, prepared in connection with a 

■^survey conducted by Inspector H. '.C* -Van Pelt covering such errors, 
|>called attention to foregoing instructions- and requested field and 
^SSOG - explana t ions ♦ 



iltachments 

f - Mr* Nichols 
Mr* Boardman 
» Mr* Rosen 

>2j Mr. Mohr 

U 

fe;jla 

0 . 8 ) 
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SOG Personnel Files: 

SAC Charles E* Weeks 
SA Douglass E« Wend el 
SA L I 

SA Robert A* Garvey 
Sec* Chief Cortfley A* Evan^* 
#1 Man E. Hugo^Winterrow^r 
Assistant Dir* A* Rosen 
SOG Files - Miami 1 Field Div* 

Investigate ve-Dlv. 



& 
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EXPLANATIONS DECEIVED : By memoranda' dated 2/25/55, SAC Charles ,E. 

Weeks of the Miami -Division advised that 
it was his opinion that SA Wendel should* be criticized for failure 
to set out the correct lead in the first instance and that Field- 
Supervisor Dupuy, should be criticized for having subsequently 
approved this report. SAC Weeks recommended letters of censure 
be directed to these two agents. 

SOG Supervisor Robert J. Garvey advised that upon _T: 

reviewing referenced report he felt it advisable to direct -an 
inquiry, to the Miami $>i vision to determine whether the lead set 
out for that office was. hot one more properly handled by the 
U. S. Attorney's offi ce. Miami's ^repor t contained *a lead for that b 6 
office ;to relnterview l l one of the subjects, to b7c 

ascertain if and iwhen he was planning to consummate certain 
arrangements with the Assistant U. S. Attorney. SA Garvey advised 
that he did not instruct the Miami Division sto submit amended pages 
but -merely, questioned their actions ;aid suggested same in the. event his 
comment was correct. He stated further that upon reviewing the 
entire matter subsequent to the .receipt of the amended pages from 
the Miami Division, he did not feel that this was a. matter 
requiring explanations or administrative action. 

CONCLUSION : It appears that Supervisor Garvey took improper action 

with resppct to incorrect reporting on the. part of 
the Miami Division. The amended pages were initialed for the 
filO by Supervisor Garvey- without requiring any explanations on the 
part of the field. The change made : by the field was in regard 
to an improper lead which, in effect, is incorrect reporting. 

As a result of the failure of the responsible individuals to 
comply with existing Bureau, regulations, -unnecessary expense 
and undue, correspondence was incurred. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) SAC Charles E. Weeks, Miami.* ..Recommendation ibeing 
submitted separately covering .this and, other similar .matters. 
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(2) SA Douglass E. Wendel, Miami, ♦..censure. . ..for 
having not set forth the proper lead in his report In the first 
instance and having not complied .with existing regulations 
resulting in excessive correspondence and waste of time and money. 



(3) SA l 

submitted separately covering t 



a 



Miami. • • .Recommendation being 
s and other similar matters. 



bo 

b7C 



* 

(4) SOG Supervisor Robert A» Garvey....censure....for 
having neglected to request explanations from the field and 
recommendations as to appropriate administrative action with 
respect to the errors observed In Miami *s report. 



(5>) Chief jCortney A. Evans, Accounting and Fraud Section 
....Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and 
other similar matters. 



(6 ) E. H. Winterrowd, #1 Man, Investigative Division. . . • 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and 
other similar matters. 
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'(7.) Assistant Director A* Rosen, Investigative Division* ••• 
No action. .. .In view of his being previously censured for this 
and other similar matters. 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAs WENDEL AND GARVEY ARE ATTACHED. 

. DETAILS 

Not reported herein Vin view of sbeing fully covered in 
synopsis and' in^ the, investigative file. w 
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Mr, Tolson 



3-16-55 




R. T, Harbo 



I WAS, FUGITIVE b? 

ITSPj MAIL FRAUD 



stnopsis 

BACKGROUND: An error form letter ( 0-1 ?) was directed to the 

Chicago Division by the Bureau under the date of 
1-11-55 pointing out that the character of the case and the 
synopsis in the report of SA John B, Harrington dated 1-6-55 • 
at Chicago were incomplete and that page 42 of the r eport had 
been omitted. It was requested that amended copies of page 1 be 
submitted to the Bureau together with sufficient copies of the 
omitted page in order to make the report complete. By , letter 
dated 2-8-55 the Chicago Division furnished as attachments 
amended copies of page 1 of referenced report and copies of the 
missing page as requested. No explanations or recommendations, 
were requested or submitted. 



GOVERNING REGULATIONS: SAC Letter 54-23, 5-4-54, provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports pteviously 
disseminated," Section 4A, Ij, Manual of Rules and Regulations , 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any administrative 
action, if necessary, together with too copies of the amended 
pages if necessary. 



EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED: Bureau letter 2-23-55 to Chicago, copy 

to Mr, Rosen, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector H, C, Van Pelt covering such errors, 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations , 



Attachmen ts 




cc: Mr, Boardman 


cc: SOG 


cc: Mr, Rosen 


Sj iC 


cc: Mr, Mohr 


' SA ,[ 




SA v 



SOG Files of: 

Investigative 
Chicago Field 
RGB: lab 



tetter 



SA Jonh TT, Harrington 
SA Roswell T , Spencer 
Riv, Stenographer \ 

Divi 1 - SA H, A. Fi tssiPDon - 

jWu/1 HliHugo winterrowd 



SOG Personnel 
Files: 

Sec, Chief 
F, L, Price 
Asst, Dir • 

\ A, Rosen 







■*4 



* 




EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED i By letter dated 3-4-55 Chicago • 

Division furnished the explanations of 
the responsible individuals *. The reporting Agent, John 'B* 

Harrington^ advised that, from inf ormati on available to him at 
the time that he dictated he had no way of knowing that this was 
a dual character violation* He added that with respect to the 
Incomplete synopsis hehad purposely' omitted material which he 
felt was of a general background nature and as a result unnecessary * 
He stated that this error had been called to his attention and 
that it would not recur in the future , ’ 

, ’In proofreading the stencil SA Harrington stated it was 
noted that' all of the pages wer,e present but that in checking the 
complete report the omission was apparently overlooked * 

t 

Field reli ef ‘supervisor advised that he was 

the individual who approved this report at We time that it first 
left the iChicago Office * He stated that from the inf ormati oh 
available in the Chicago Off ice there was nothing, to indicate 
that this material •' should have had* a dual character* No explanation t 
was submitted regarding the incomplete synopsi s^and i nsofar as 
the missing page in the report -is concerned ,&tl [states that 
there were 47 copies of this , a 52 page report, to He mailed and 
that as a result not all the copies were checked as to page > be 
sequence* b?c 

Field supervisor Roswell T* Spencer advised that he was 
the individual toho’ approved the manner of submitting the amended 
pages requested by. the Bureau* He stated that he was familiar 
with provisions of SAC Letter 54-23 and that every effortwould 
be made in the future to strictly comply with • these - instructions , 

i 

* ■ Miss I stenographer , advised that page- 

42 of referenced report was inadvertently omitted* She stated 
the due to a large volume of work received on that da ja this report., 
wasassenbied at approximately 5:00 pirn* and required excessive 
attention* Assistance was ^obtained from other stenographers* A 
thorough check of the page sequence was apparently notinade* 

SAC Host e tier advised that he personally reprimanded all 
of the responsible individuals and feels that such reprimand is 
sufficient administrative action* 

1 1 

SOG Supervisor H. A* Fitsgibbon advised that he feels 
that these errors- were ones of form rather than substance -and 
that as a result it was unnecessary to secure explanations and 
recommendations, for administrative action* 
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CONCLUSIONS i The field failed in the first instance to properly 
review ref erenced report* Such acti on would have 
determined that the synopsis and the details did not -coincide, 
that the character was incomplete and that a page was missing 
from the details • This resulted in needless expense to the Bureau 
and unnecessary correspondence * 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1 • SAC D* H* Hostetter,, Chicago, Illinois ** **re commendation 
being submitted Separately covering this ,and other similar 

matters. 



2, SA John • B , Harrington* * ♦•censure* •• ./ or inadequate attention 
to detail* 



3. | \ *,**censure****f or failing to note the 

errors of referenced report prior to approving it. 



4* SA Roswell T* Spencer ,* * censure *, *f or failing to submit 
* the necessary explanations and recommendations with the 
amended pages . * . , 



,5, Stenographer \ [**,censure**,* for failing to 

take such actvC7r~cu~lslu~niFCNSSdry to insure that referenced 
report was properly assembled* 







6 • SA H. A . Fit 2 gtbbon... recommendation being submitted 
separately covering this and other similar matters . 



7* Section Chief F. L . Price* . .recommendations being submitted 
separately covering this and other similar matters. 



8. Number One Man E* Hugo Winterrowd.. .recommendations being 

submitted Separately covering this and other similar matters. 



9. Assistant Director A. :R os en .. .recommendations being submitted 
separately covering this and other similar matters. 



DETAILS 

it * j **»*■* ** ** ■* 1 

Mot repeated herein in view of being fully covered 
in synopsis and in the investigative file. 
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PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAs HARRINGTON , LEWIS, SPENCER AND STENO- 
GRAPHER WALESA ATTACHED. 
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Mr, Tolson 3/10/55 

Mr, Harbo 



unknown subject. 



VICTIMS CRIME ON GOVERNMENT RESERVATION 
ASSAULT 



STNOPSIS 



BACKGROUND^ Bureau letter January 1? , 1955 , to Philadelphia instructed 
that copies of ~the report of SA Clyde P, Aderhold dated 
December 7, 1954 , at Miomi were to be made available to local office 
of ONI, Philadelphia letter January 31, 1955, to Bureau and Miami 
pointed out a possible discrepancy in referenced report with respect 
to individuals named and requested Miami to advise whether an error 
existed and if so to provide amended pages so that dissemination could 
be made pursuant to Bureau instructions. 



Miami letter February 8, 1955, to Bureau with copies to 
Philadelphia furnished amended copies of page 2 of referenced report , 
Bureau Supervisor Robert E, Gebhardt initialed same for file requesting 
no explanations of Miami Division regarding error or recommendations 
with respect to administrative action, Miami in submitting amended 
pages neglected to submit explanations and recommendations pursuant to 
Bureau instructions. 



GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 54-23, 5/4/54, provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
^ after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by cover 
^ letter containing an explanation for the error, together with two 
^ copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminated ," 
section 4A 1 j, Manual of Rules and Regulations, provides, "Amended 
pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter, 

X . The cover letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommenda- 
^•tions for any administrative action, if necessary, together with two 



Attachments 

. i 

6c - Mr, Nichols 

1 Mr, Boardmn 

j Mr, Rosen 

• Mr, Mohr 



RGHsgsr 

(ie) 



U.L. 

5 5 MAR 28 1958 



cc - SOG Personnel Files: 

SAC Charles E, Weeks 
SA ClMte 

ert IT, GeEKardt , 
r tion Chief FQL. Price 
Man E, Hugo winterrowd 
Assistant Director A, Rosen 
SOG Files - Miami Division 

Investigative Division 




/ i 

/>,* 

t, 



$ 



0 



& 



bo 

b7C 



f 





• • 

copies of the emended pages of reports* " 

EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED t Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Miami with copy to 

Investigative Division, prepared in connection 
with a survey conducted by Inspector H* C* Van Pelt covering such 
errors, colled attention to foregoing instructions and requested field 
and SOG explanations* 

EXP LA NA TI ONS RECEIVED i By memorandum dated 2/25/55, SAC Charles E* 

Weeks, Miami, advised that upon reviewing 
the explanations furnished by the responsible personnel he was 
recommending that letters of censure be directed to SA Aderhold, the 
reporting Agent, and field supervisor Dupuy who approved the report* 

SOG Supervisor Robert E* Gebhardt, in his explanation, states 
he was of the opinion that the error involved was one of form rather 
than substance and as such required no explanation on the part of the 
field* 

NATURE OF ERROR : The original page of referenced report stated, "She 

stated on another occasion she awoj££_ansL_£cund\ |be 

going through the dresser drawers and fondling, h er d I underwear* 'hie 

The' amended page changed th is to /f ( 1 \ * " 

CONCLUSION} It appears that, contrary to the opinion of Bureau Supervisor 
Gebhardt, the above error is one of substance in that names 
were interchanged which had they had not been caught might possibly 
have resulted in embarrassment to the Bureau* This is particularly 
true inasmuch as it was intended that this report be disseminated to 
the Office of Naval Intelligence* In addition, Supervisor Gebhardt and 
the Miami Divtston ignored existing Bureau instructions in that no 
explanations or recommendati ons were requested and none were submitted* 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1* SAC Charles E* Weeks, Miami * * * recommendation being 
submitted separately covering this and other similar matters* 



2* SA Clyd4 P * Aderhold, Miami * * * censure * * * for 
failing to comply with Bureau instructions by submitting explanation 
for error with amended pages and for failing to have caught the error 
in the first instance* 



3* &4| | Miami * * * recommendation being 

submitted separately covering t/i is and other similar matters* 
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4. SOG Supervisor Robert E, Gebhardt . censure . . . 

for having failed to request appropriate explanations from the field , 
and * recommendations as to administrative action in line with existing 
Bureau instructions • 



i 

5* F* L . Price, ..Section .Chief, Criminal Section . . . 
recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters • 



6. 3. Jftnterrowd, jfl Man, Investigative Division . 

recommendation being submitted -separately covering this • and < other 
similar matters • 



7. Assistant .Director A* Rosen . . . no action . . . in 
cieu7 o/ his .having, been previously recommended for censure for this 
and other similar matters * 



PERMANENT BRTEFS OF SAS ADERHOLD AND GEBHARDT ATTACHED . 

•t * * *« * r - f 



DETAILS 

* m - ■ ■■ - in _ ■ 

AOt reported hereir) in view of being fully covered in synopsis 
and ,in the investigative file* 
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SYNOPSIS 

BACKGROUND : By routing slip dated 2/1/55 the Richmond Division furnished 

amended copies of the administrative page for the report 
of SA Donald J, Fisher dated 1/28/55 at Richmond* The routing slip 
furnishing the corrected pages was signed for then SAC A, T, Potter by 
Assistant Special Agent in Charge Thomas E* Bishop, It was indicated 
that the original report failed to identify a T informant mentioned in 
the details of the report* The amended pages corrected this situation. 

No explanations of recommendations were furnished by the Richmond 
Division, Upon receipt of this material at the Bureau, it was initialed 
for the file by SOG Supervisor Furman G, Boggan and no explanations or 
recommendations were requested. 



GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 54-23, 5/4/54, provides "In the 

future all errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by cover 
letter containing an explanation for the error, together with two 
copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously disseminated • " 
Section 4A 1 J, Manual of Rules and Regulations, provides , "Amended 
pages of reports are to be submitted to the Bureau by cover letter. 

The cover letter must contain an explanation for the error, recommenda- 
tions for any administrative aotion, if necessary, together with two 
"TJ copies of the amended pages of reports," 
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#2 Man E, H* einterrowd 
Assistant Director A. Rosen 
SOG Files - Richmond Division 

1 Investigative Division 









«r- * 








' i "N 




EXPLAN A TIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Richmond with copy to 

Investigative Division, prepared in connection 
with a survey conducted by Inspector H * C* Van Pelt covering such 
errors , called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field 
and SOC explanations * In addition to the above it was pointed out to 
the Richmond Division that amended pages of ref erenced report intended 
for the Knoxville, Baltimore and Norfolk Divisions had been mtsdirected - 
to the 'Bureau * Explanations were also requested regarding this error » 

EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED : By memorandum dated 2/24/55 Supervisor F • 0* 

Boggan, Criminal Section, Investigative Division, 
advised that in his opinion thts was an error of form and as such no 
explanation was necessary * 

By memorandum dated 2/28/55 ASAC Thomas E* Bishop advised that 
he was preparing the explanations inasmuch as former SAC Potter had 
departed under transfer and SAC designate James Oale had not as yet 
arrived in Richmond* 

Bishop advised that he approved and initialed the original 
report and that he had no explanation whatsoever for not noticing that 
SA Fisher had failed to identify informant f-1 on the admtntstrattve L 
page* He stated that it was apparently due to inadvertence on his part, . 
that he is fully aware of the necessity for identifying informants, and 
that he will Remain alert to prevent such an error occurring in the future* 

¥iih respect to the misdirected copies of amended pages. Night 
Clerk | |wos identified as the employee who in all pro - 
babilfay Handled t/ie outgoing mail on the night of 2/1/55* Mr* \ | 

states that he does not recall handling the mail in question* He added 
that he makes it a practice to double check all outgoing mail that is 
going to designated offices* ASAC Bishop stated that \ I is o. 

conscientious, hard working employee and recommends no further 
administrative action * 

ASAC I* P* MacLenijan, New York Field Division, telephonically 
advised that SA Donald J* Fisher had submitted his explanation 
' regarding this incident and that same was to be matled to the > 

Bureau immediately* MacLennan stated that in substance Fisher's 
explanation stated that he had dictated referenced report several 
•days prior to his departure on transfer on 1/27/55 to the New York 
Division, and that to the\best of his recollection he dictated the 
< identity of Informant T- / for the administrative page of the report* 

SA Fisher further advised that due to his expedite transfer from 
Richmond to New York he was unable to review the finished report 
and, consequently, had no opportunity to initial it* 
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ASAC MacLennan stated that SA Fisher's detailed explanation 
would reach the Bureau by Friday, March 11, 1955 • 

CONCLUSION : In view cf the requirement that stenographic notes are to 

be destroyed- after they become 30 days old, it appears 
that it will be impossible to resolve thi3 • situation • In view of this, 
it is not felt that there is any necessity of determining the identity 
of the Richmond stenographer and requesting her explanation • Certain 
responsibility still rests upon ASAC Bishop for having failed to 
note this omission at the time that he approved this report • In 
addition, the failure to submit explanations ■ and recommendations on 
the part of Richmond and the failure to request same on the part of 
the Bureau supervisor resulted in unnecessary, time and effort ‘being 
expended on this matter and excessive correspondence • 

RECOMMENDA TIONS 

(l) ASAC Thomas E» Bishop, Richmond** ••censure* •••for 
approving, in the first instance, an- incomplete report and failing, 
in the second instance , to submit explanations and recommendations as 
to administrative action at the time that the amended pages were 
furnished the Bureau • 



(2) SA- Donald J • Fisher, NewJ.otk,****No action* ••• 
Inasmuch as to the best > of his recollection he dictated this 
information fust prior to his departure on transfer to the New York 
Division • 



(3) SA Furman 0* Boggan, Criminal Section, Investigative 
Division* • * *censure* •• •for failing to request the necessary explanations- 
and recommendations which resulted in excessive correspondence and 
a needless waste of time and money* 
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(4) CIerfr |~ 1 Richmond* • * *No action** ** hi c 

Inasmuch as it was * no t fiefTnTtely resolved that he was the individual 
responsible for misdirecting theamended . pages intended for various 
field divisions, it is not felt he should be censured* 



(5) Chief F* L* Price, Criminal Section, Investigative 
Division* ** ^Recommendation being submitted separately covering 
this and other similar matters* 



(6) E* H* Winterrowd, #2 J fan. Investigative Division** *• 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and 
other similar matters* 



(?) Assistant Director A* Rosen, Investigative Division**** 
No action* ***In view of his being previously c ensured for this 
and other similar matters* 



PERMANENT BRIEFS OF SAC BISHOP AND SAs FISHER AND BOOOAN AND 
CLERK \ 
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ARE ATTACHED . 



DETAILS 



Not repeated herein in> view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file* 
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‘Office Memorandum ♦ united states government 

to « Mr*, Rosen/^ datbi 2/24/55 

»om * Hr, Winterro 4° 



ntoM » Kr# Winterrol 



subject : ERRORS IK REPORTS 



SYNOPSIS t 
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Mohr ~ 
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API W * * 

Supervisors in Investigative Divisionjhave consistently 

f called serious errors in reports reviewed in' this Division to attention 
of field by teletype, airtel or letter specifically requesting explana- 
tions of personnel responsible for delinquencies and recommendations 
of SAC for administrative aotion, (Examples in details). 

We have endeavored to follow a spirit of Bureau procedures 

{ and rule 8 using 0-17 (Bureau error form) to call to attention of field 
minor errors of form. This form used since August 1941* after it 
was unanimously approved by "Executives Conference 5/21/43* to 
eliminate preparation of letters (66-3482-162), Estimated that in 

f Criminal and Aooounting and Fraud Sections over two hundred such^forms 
used weekly. Form instructs that aotion neeessary to oorreot, errors 
noted should be taken and every effort be made in the future to prevent 
recurrence. Form does not instruot that explanations of responsible 
personnel and recommendations of SAC be submitted. 

Handling in this manner followed in light of Bureau instructions 
re streamlinin g , economy and exercise of sound judgment. Manual of 
Rules and Regulations states re errors that "Recommendations for 
administrative aotion, if necessary," be submitted. Inspectors 
Manual differentiates between routine and serious administrative 
delinquencies, explanations being obtained only in those instances 
falling within serious category. Use of Bureau error form not 
ohallanged heretoforer-in inspections of this division or in general use 
of such form, -nConseqSently, procedure felt logioal. 

In ten^bpeoiffo instances in which explanations not requested 
by Investigates Division supervisors, errors were form errors, did 
not affeot substanoe *nf investigation and administrative aotion thereon 
did not appeal warranted. Individual memoranda of explanation from 
supervisors 1£E ten osted cases attaohed, , » s 

RECOMMENDATIONS: ^ r-./. ! 

(1) It is noted that approved error bew^mied I 

in the past to call minor erffips t of f orm to the ^tt^qs^^V the fe fiel^. 
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co: Mr, Harbo , 

Mr, Mohr , ^ 
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Memorandum to Mr. Rosen 



However, in view of the need J®^ th J t e JJ^Q^Q n df<j a that r the Form 0-17 

isjrsss:.*2!-*sr 1 *“ l0 “ 

explanation, of action. A menorandun 

n°t??^ n oS“?SooSLnS^. ?or apeolflo changes In thl. for* 1. being 
submitted separately. 



l?\ Tn view of foregoing and in view of explanations submitted, 
writer hit no recommendations to make for administrative action. 

V / is 
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ft 4[ j ‘ - 

tTOEHDPM - AHtliS - 2/25/55 



iSnTSij o.o8.lon. the con.truotive letters that the3 e 

&UX SS constructive^and 8 helpful S to%he fleld^ *-^.*22-.. 

to the In struction^ 

which _a re nQTMLlfl existence.. 

It Ts recommended that the error form which is ^J lized ' 

as indicated a bove * be J®^ lso 5t^ e MoomInded e that°MJ? Winterrowd, who 
suggestions ?°JJ c ®^^ h * h c ®i m lnal Section and the Accounting and Fraud 
has supervision over^the Crirainax oec ^ ^ section chiefs, receive 

iStiS'c? cSS^e with^eglrd to this matter. It is also recorded 
that I receive a letter of censure. 






- 2 - 



Memorandum to Mr. Rosen 



DETAILS: 



Supervisors in the Investigative Division have consistently 
oalled serious errors appearing in reports reviewed in this 
Division to the attention of the field by teletype, airtel or 
letter. These communications specifically request explanations 
of personnel responsible for such delinquencies and the 
recommendations of the SAC for administrative aotion. This is an 
every day occurrence and a qulok check of the division revealed 
the following few examples of instances wherein action has been 
taken to secure explanations when deficient reports were 'received: 

In the case of 1 ^ _ I .Theft of 

Government property," Bureau file 52-6453 2, the report b7c 

of Special Agent Richard W. Emery dated October 8, 

1954, Honolulu, contained a number of deficiencies 
in the reporting of the investigation. Revised report, 
explanations and recommendations were requested and 
submitted. SA Emery and ASAC R. B. Miller received 
letters of censure. 

In the case of 1 I et al. - Federal 

Housing Administration Matt er," Bureau .fil e 147-904* b 

the .report of Special Agent P l dated Ootober 27* b 

1954* Dallas, was found to contain five delinquencies. 
Explanations, recommendations and amended report were 
re quested and obtained. Letters of censure were sent to 
SaI i Field Supervisor V.E.J. Drain and SAC W. A. 

Murpny. 



In the case of I J fl* • 

Fraud Against the Gover nment" Bureau file 46-22480, the 
report of Special Agent I l dated December 

13* 1954* at Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, contained thirteen 







1 



Memorandum to Mr, Rosife 



delinquencies , Explanations, recommendations and amended report 
ye re re quested and obtained. Letters of censure were directed to 
SA | | and SAC N. R. Johnson, 



In the case 
Transportation of Stolen 'norm* T»meu.' 



ot[ 



et 



alo, Interstate 

ile 26-192973, 
dated January 10, 



the report .of Special Agent 

1955, at Memphis « reflected investigative and reporting delinquencies. 
Memoranda of explanation and recommendations were requested and 
received, SAl land ASAC C, 0, Halter were censured. 
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Ve have endeavored to follow spirit of Bureau procedures and 
rules in tt ill zing form 0-17 (Bureau error form) in calling to attention 
of field minor errors. It is estimated that over two hundred such forms 
are utilised weekly by Criminal and Accounting and Fraud Sections, Use 
of this form was begun in August, 1943, (66-3482-166) after it was 
unanimously approved by Executives Conference 5/21/43 to eliminate 
correspondence (66-3482-162), Form instructs any action necessary be 
taken to correct errors Anted and that in the future every effort be 
made to prevent recurrences. This form does not instruct that explanations 
> be submitted or that SACs submit recommendations for administrative action. 



It is noted that Section 4 a, 1, j, Manual of Rules and 
Regulations , reads as follows* " Amended pages of reports are to be 
submitted to the Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain 
an explanation for the error, recommendations for administrative 
action, if necessary, together with twe copies of amended pages of 
reports," The Investigative Division has endeavored at all times to 
interpret this rule in the light of all Bureau instructions , particularly 
those concerning streamlining, economy of operations and exercise of 
sound judgment o In this interpretation efforts have been made to 
differentiate between those errors which are serious and affect the 
Abstance of the investigation and those errors which are errors of 
<form not related to the substance of the investigation. In this 
.regard, it is noted that Section 8 b of the Inspectors* Manual 
differentiates between routine and serious administrative delinquencies. 
This Section of the manual indicates that explanations of employees 
responsible for routine administrative delinquencies are not 
obtained, such explanations being obtained only in those instances 
which fall within the category of serious administrative delinquencies. 

The Investigative Division has been instructed to submit 
explanations in ten cases in whieh amended pages for reports were 
received from the field not accompanied by explanations of responsible 
personnel or by recommendations for administrative action by SAC, 
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Za the s 8 tea instances, explanations and recommendations were not 
requested by the &treau supervisor who approved the amended pages* 
These cases are listed below: 



Buf lie Number Title of Case 



Bureau Supervisor 



Selective Service Aot, 194,8; 
Conscientious Objector 

et al* 

Ascertaining financial Ability 



| wa. 

ve-De sorter 



R* A* Oarvey 



S. F. Phillips 



Theft Prom Interstate Shipment 




Water Department 
Installation Division 
Department of the Air Foroe 
Kelly Air Force Base, Texas 
Theft of Government Property 

|et al. 

Bank Robbery; Conspiracy; 
Escape and Rescue 

et al* 

TUert Prom Interstate Shipment 



M* T* Cummings 



R. L* Bruggeman 



D. V. Howell 



H* A. Fitzglbbon 



| wa., et al. F. G. Boggan 

Interstate Transportation of 
Stolen Motor Vehicle 

Unknown Subleot: R. E* Gebhardt 

- Victim 

crime on Government Reservation - Assault 



|, was. 

Fugitive j Interstate Transportation 
of Stolen Property; Mail Fraud 



H* A. Fitzglbbon 
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Mt&rapdun to Mr. 







The types of errors that were corrected in the amended 
« pages submitted in the above-mentioned cases are categorised below: 



a. Enclosures listed improperly 

b. Failure to indicate on administrative page 
reason why -information copy of report was 
sent to an auxiliary office 

c* Failure to indicate place of investigation 
in details 

d. Failure to indicate title of subject 1 s 
Government position in title of report 

e. Incomplete title and character 

f* Subjects incorrectly listed as fugitives 

g. Failure to identify temporary confidential 
lnfonaant on administrative page 

h. Incomplete synopsis 

i. Typographical errors and poor sentenoe 
structure 

j. Error in assembly of lengthy .mimeographed 
report 

k. Improper lead 

l. Ambiguous language in details 



These errors were errors of form; they did not relate to the 
substance of the investigation and' did not affect the outcome of the 
case. Explanation s were no t reque s^d bee wse^^e^jub^toce^of^e^^ 

so ri ous~or thsmselve fi to require administrative action. Because of the 

• x Tsg-Hggr iLrrir x " ' •‘rysf rrrj ' .'t k i «:■ ■ ** 
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Memoranda of explanation from the Investigative Division 
supervisors who approved the amended pages- iin the ten cases listed 
previously herein^ are attached* 

\ , ' * 
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TO 



XKOM 




* UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



MR. TOLSOlf 

f 

L. V. Boardman 



DATS t 

March 3, 1955 
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^Sotjbct: 
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wa, et ai. 
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Saoo 
Ti*crrrov4 
T«k* Roo*» 
Hollos** , 
G**Iy * . 



un authorized publication 
OR USE or COMMUNICATIONS 

, m.' 

□ ^ 3 . Reference is made to your memorandum, of 3/3/55, 

requesting explanation for ca reless ness . dis pla yed Jn failure to 
cttafth tocj a memorandum to Mr. ffTney the correct copy of the rewritten 
TTESr To Mr* 1 _J 



I immediately called to my office Supervisor , 
dkd Mr. E. B* Ainterrowd, and reprimanded them severely 

k 1 Irli _ ^ 1 ^ ^ . - J _ ■ J L * 1 .1 ^ i m. I •<» 
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for their Carelessness in t he handli ng of this natter* I requested 
immediate explanations from \ \ *interrowd, and Miss 



j clerk-steno± rapherl TKese three people share Casio 
reepon8 loility for not having had the correction properly node* 

X requested explanation f also, from. Mr* F * L * Price, 
whose mekorandu*i reflects he had no opportunity to check the 
meno ran&jkm to Olney, and from Ur * & * k\ Scat terday, who failed 
to rechepk the attachments* I likewise failed to rscheck the 

attachments* * 

* \ 1 

* J _ ^ The necessity for exerc i ung core in the preparation 

of maiJL. emanating from this office has been re-emphasized to 
Belmont, Vint'errowd {in Rosen's absence), and to Scatterday and 
•WJ members of my ’Office staff. 



U* 

CO 



A 



tXisA 



I co'pbur ’ in % interrowd' s recommendation that ■ 

1 one hims e lf , receive letters of censure , inasmuch 

a* were TmmeMai'ely and basically involved in the rewrite of 

the letter in question,* 1 have reprimanded Scatterday, and recommend 
no further a.dminiUSra'five action in that regard . I recommend that 
\Lji eceive a letter of censure, since this occurred in my divisional 

W .«fl / .. /v ^ 
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masters , JSr«~ 

X^Jeifi A-t^f lii/i 1/W 

a'hls memorandum is surcaitted to set forth the xnaunor^n,; 

[Which ah 1‘hFbrmative memorandum was prepared for Assistant Attorney 
Oenoral^a^la, with copies for Assistant Attorney Gaperal Olney, -r 
predicated capon information reoeived by Liaison Agent Daunt from .the 
Treasury* Department* ^ u 

j f j ^ 1 i 

/l- cu ; ** 

Under Public Law 725 (Williams Dill) the Trtf^ur.y .Department 
must advise tfig Attorney General of information recel^er| indicating 
possibleiiioli^ons 6'n the part of Treasury Departmeatgp.^rso&nel under 

the purvfew o fit his statute* ' i/i ' r S ** 

^ i rx> i 

i TherDepartmerit made available to the Bureau oases gfo£3rred 
by the Tgeasun* Department previously* These matters ihvol^d; .cases 
that had<arison sometlrua ago and it was* accordingly^^aocasSfargr that 
the Bureau determine from Treasury whether investigation had berca 
conducted andf&he results thereof* This was done in each instance* 

It was determined that Treasury had conducted or was conducting *. 
investigation and this information was made available to the Department* 

8E;.a «tcj «jsi «*-, 

The information made available to Llai$pn Agent Daunt as 
reflected in memorandum dated February 2 3* 1955* from .-Mr* Belmont to 
Mr, Baardfran oonc or n T curr SKtr Treasury, the oldest 
beingrl’ebra^iry^B, X9$$» and the complaint forms (8 in number) Clearly 
set forth the action being taken by the Treasury Department pertaining 
to thfese Wses.ro It* Is noted that the information rocutged by the Bureau 
was irvithe form'cf stickler copy of a letter fgcra the Treasury 
Attorney Gencral c Turnishing full details concei^ing.-iUiea^^as^pi^^tdo 
treatment being accorded them* HliCQRDcD * 145 |6 /•« ft 0 



February 28/ 1955*y>ThO. debtor was analyzed and a. deterrai&atitfn Jaade 
that there was no< deed e f e r;rt hi ej^ateriallto Sj « I 

time since the^dparmait^alr^pdy hiuf.fUll details* 
in memorandum date, of March 1» 

Bureau official a£<, ^hl^iomOranaum Was returned 
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Fraud Seotion on Karch 2, 19$$, after it was deoidod that this 
information would be a proper vehiole upon which to prepare a 
memorandum to Rankin and Olney wherein we oould reiterate and plaoe 
upon record again that tho Internal Revenue Servioe had previously 
informed us there would be some delay in referring these cases to 
the Bureau because of tho shortage of clerloal personnel in that 
agency* 

The draft of the letter originally submitted on March 2, 
1955, was returned for correction and the final dr$£t was submitted 
Ion March 3, 19$$, under date of Haroh J*, 19$$« m • • 

The letter originally submitted under date of March 4, 19$$, 
has now been redated to March 7, 19$$, inasmuch as it did not leave 
tho Bureau on March U* 1955* 

ADDENDUM: 



B. H .vWinterrovd 

' The responsibility for the delay in this matter is mine 
inasmuch as I did not return to Mr. Evans the original memorandum 
prepared for redrafting into a memorandum fpr the Department until 
later in the day on March 2. This was because I was tied up with - 
numerous specials and did not get to it. Accordingly, I should be 

censured . . 

EHWjamh/^ 

i It Oswuu 



& 



* . * 
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Mr. Tolson 



3/9/55 



R. T. Harbo 



THEFT PROM INTERSTATE SHIPMENT . ^ / ) 

BILLS OF LADING ACT £ , Hu ) \J -,»• '/ , K,. 1 " ' 

b6 

SYNOPSIS b7c 

BACKGROUND : By routing slip dated February 2, 1955» the Dallas 
Division submitted amended copies of page 2 of the 
report of SA | I dated January 26, 1955, at Dallas. 

It was Indicated that the original pages in the report failed to 
Indicate that investigation reported at the bottom of page 2 had 
beenconducted at McKinney, Texas. The amended page corrected this. 

No explanations or recommendations as to administrative action 
were submitted by the field nor was any such information sought 
by the Bureau. The routing sli p furnishing the amended pages 
was initialed by SOG Supervisor ! I 

GOVERNING INSTRUCTIONS : SAC Letter 54-23, 5A/54, provides "In the 

future alj. errors to be corrected in reports 
after they have been forwarded to the Bureau must be submitted by 
cover letter containing an explanation for the error, together 
with two copies of any corrections to be made on reports previously 
disseminated." Section 4A 1 j. Manual of Rules and Regulations, 
provides, "Amended pages of reports are to be submitted to the 
Bureau by cover letter. The cover letter must contain an 
explanation for the error, recommendations for any administrative 
action, if necessary, together with two copies of the amended 
pages of reports." 



EXPLANATIONS REQUESTED : Bureau letter 2/23/55 to Dallas, copy to 

Mr* Rosen, prepared in connection with a 
survey conducted by Inspector H. C. Van Pelt covering such errors, 
called attention to foregoing instructions and requested field and 
SOG explanations. 



Attachments 

cc - Mr. Boardman cc 

i Mr. -Rosen 

j . Mr. Mohr 

H SOG Personnel Files: 

*! ■ SAC William A. Murphy 

Vj .. SA William R. Jenkins 

V-l & SA I I 

RGHijla 

(17) . 

1 , / 

55 MAR 22 1955 



SOG Personnel Files: , 

SA — | 
Se^x-Thief F. L. Price 
l#l Man E. Hugo Winterrowd 
Asst. Dir. A. Rosen 
SOG Files - Dallas Division 

Investigative Division 
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EXPLANATIONS RECEIVED: 



By memorandum dated. March 1, 1955* the 
.Bellas* Division furnished 'the explanat ions 
and William R. Jenkins. ,SA [ 



of SAs 

advised unau ne naa conaucted . investigation at 5 different points 
in the Dallas territory submitting the results of same in a 
rough-draft report andthat upon .reviewing the finished product 
it .was observed that the words "at .McKinney, Texas" had ‘been omitted 
on page 2 of the report, Hoffman, advises :he immediately brought 
this *to the attention of the field supervisor In order that 
appropriate action could be taken. 



Field Supervisor William. R. Jenkins advised that upon 
being Informed of the 'error he saw to it that amended pages were 
Immediately prepared and submitted to the Bureaus He ;added‘ that 
the fault was his in that he assumed 'that the error ,was of 
a purely administrative .nature and as such would not relate to 
the contents of the communication, 

SAC William A, Murphy advises that in his> opinion the 
error was one of Judgment and not omission and that he d oes not fee l 
that administra tive action is justified, *SOG Supervisor ] I 

I advised: that in his*opinion the error reported by 
the Dallas Division was ; one of form rather than substance*, and- 
that as a result* no explanations were requested nor were they, 
necessary, < 

SAC Murphy, while at the SOG for conferences with Bureau 
officials* was Interviewed in connection with this matter . He advised 
that the, employee who prepared this repor t la I | a typist 

in the Dallas Office, He added that Mlss l I upon interview, was 
unable to recall that the stat ement "at McKinney; Texas" was on the 
rough draft submitted by Agent I I He wadded that inasmuch as 1 

the rough drafts are destroyed subsequent to the .time that the 
finished report is approved, he was unable to determine whether it, 
the rough draft, included the pertinent statement. 

CONCLUSION : 'Although this error was observed and reported by 

the field; Is an error of fora ;rather than one of 
substance and had no effect whatsoever on the outcome of the case, . 
it did cause unnecessary expense and undue correspondence due to 
the failure of responsible individuals 1 to adhere to established 
Bureau regulations. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) SA | ~| Dallas.... No action. .. .Inasmuch 

as SA was of the opinion that his rough draft contained the 

statement xn question and inasmuch as the rough draft is no longer 
available for review, no action is recommended. 



(2) Miss | \, typist, Dallas.... No action. •• .She 

advised SAC that she has no recollection of the phrase "at iMcKinney, 
Texas" being on the rough draft and that inasmuch as she typed on 
similar statements elsewhere in the report she had reason to 
believe that she would have included it had it appeared 1 on the 
rough draft. 



(3) Field Supervisor William R. Jenkins, Dallas. ••• 
censure. *• .for his failure to submit explanations and recommendations 
at the time that the amended pages were furnished to the Bureau. 



<4) SAC William A. Mdrphy, Dallas. ... censure... .for 
weaknesses dn functioning of Dallas Office. 



(5) SA l I . Criminal Section.... 

censure. ...for failing to comply with established Bureau 
regulations by requesting explanations and recommendations at 
the time that the amended pages were received. 



(6) Chief F. L. Price, Criminal Section.. ..Recommendation 
being submitted separately covering this and other similar matters. 
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( 7 ) E. Hugo Winterrowd, #1 Man, Investigative Division. ... 
Recommendation being submitted separately covering this and other 
similar matters* 



(8) Assistant Director A* Rosen, Investigative Division. . ... 
No action... .In view of his being previously recommended for censure 
for this and other similar matters. 



PERMANENT BRIEPS OP SAs 



JENKINS 



AND 



ARE ATTACHED. 



DETAILS 



Not reported herein in view of being fully covered in 
synopsis and in the investigative file. 




Office Memorandum • united states government 



to » MR. C. A. TOLSON 



aoM i MR. R. T. HARBO 



DATBs 3/17/55 



. .. e 



•OBJECT: E. H. WINTERROWD 

#1 MAN 

INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 

NONVETERAN 

NOT ON PROBATION 



Tokoo 
Board ma$ 
Kickols — 
^BcIokw ic^y 
' PlarkK.Z, 
Mohr 

Rosea 

Tamm ,**— 

$izoo - 

Viocerrowd 

Tele, Room 
Hollomaa^ 



BACKGROUND : Separate memoranda of R. T. Harbo to Mr. Tolson 

have been submitted covering weaknesses upon the part of the 
field and the SOG for not following existing Bureau instructions 
governing the transmittal of amended pages of reports. Two of' 
these cases involved personnel of the Accounting and Fraud * 
Section and six of these cases involved personnel of the Criminal 
Section. ' Both of these sections of the Investigative Division 
are under the over-all control of Mr. WInterrowd. Copies of 
each of the eight memoranda were designated for the personnel 
file of Mr. Winterrowd. Each of said memoranda stated that 
recommendations would be submitted separately concerning his 
rfesponlfbllity in these matters.- The purpose of this memorandum 
Is to su^nit said recommendations. 

WEAKNESSES FOUND - ' b L 



I | Partners, DBA H. A. 

~1 Ascertaining Financial Ability. . . (1 ) Failure 
t to instruc t Miami to submit exp lanations o f personnel responsible 
and recommendations regarding administrative action, when calling 
.Miami ;r s attention by 0-1 form 1/2 7/55 to fact that report of 
SA Douglass E. Wendel 1/19/55 contained a lead for action whiej* 
was not properly the function of the Bureau (ascertaining from 
one of the subjects whether he was planning to complete certain 
arrangements with the Assistant United States Attorney) , and 
(2)< not requesting foregoing t explanations and recommendations 
when ' Miami submitted .amended .pages of said report 2/10/55. 



HCVP: mi »/ f pp ^ .! 

I : £: 

1 - Mr. .-Rosen » ■ ■ ' 

1 - SOG file - Investigative Divisio: 



m 

W 






ST^Btrch^cl ... 



% mm® : 

;f?0ERAL ClifiSu WMESTIGAT10& 







I J Selective 

Service Act of 1948; Conscientious Objector* ..Failure to ‘ 
instruct Albuquerque to submit explanations of personnel 
responsible and recommendations regarding administrative 
action, following receipt of Albuquerque letter 2/8/55 
transmitting amended pages of report of SA Robert W. Carnes 
1/10/55 changing the original description of "enclosures to 
Bureau” from "Two photostatic copies of registrants Selective 
Service file” to "Two photostatic copies of pertinent portions 
of registrant *s Selective Service file." 

WEAKNESSES FOUND - 



J wa.; Mrs. \ 

was..; Fugitive; Interstate Transportation of stolen Motor 
Vehicle. . .Failure to obtain p£ responsible personnel 

and recommencLaxions covering administrative action upon receipt 
of Richmond* s routing slip 2/1/55 transmitting amended pages of 
report of SA Donald J. Wisher, 1/28/55} which failed to identify 
a T informant mentioned in the details. 

Unknown Subject; Lt. (j.g.)| I Victim; 

Crime on Government Reservation - Assault.. . Faiiureto request 
explanations- o f responsible personnel and recommendations 
covering administrative action upon receipt of Miami* s letter 
2/8/55 transmitting amended pages of report of SA Clyde, P. 
Aderhold 12/7/5*+ which failed to clearly Identify individuals 
named therein. b6 

b7C 

I l Et Al;,, Metropolitan State 

Bank, Derby, Colorado; July 19, 195*+> Bank Robbery - 
Conspiracy -r Escape and Rescue. ..(1) Failure to Instruct 
Denver to submit explanations o f responsible personnel and 
recommendations covering administrative action, when calling 
Denver*s attention l/2*+/55 to incomplete title and character 
of report of SA Harold C. Cook 1/12/55 and poor sentence 
structure and messy typing of two parole reports, and (2) failure 
to see to lt that existing Bureau instructions were followed 
when Denver submitted amended copies of said investigative 
report and corrected copies of the two parole reports by 
letter 2/1/55. 
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I I was.; Fugitive - Interstate b7< 

Transportation or Stolen Property - Mail Fraud’.’. . (1) Failure 
to Instruct Chicago to submit explanations of responsible 
•pergSH TO r"5M ■ r c r oiiaenaafl ' an ^ ^ ' CoverlnK" i cgmlni s t r at iv e action, 
when calling Chicago’s attention 1/11/55 to incomplete character 
and synopsis of report of SA John B. Harrington 1/6/55* and 
fact that "page 42 of said report was missing, and (2) failure 
to see to it that existing Bureau Instructions were followed 
when Chicago submitted amended pages of instant report by 
letter 2/8/55* 

* I I; Theft From Interstate Shipment - 

Bills of .Lading .Act . . .Failure to see._t.Q-it that existing Bureau b6 
Instructions we re followed when Dall as routing slip 2/2/55 was b7c 
receive d tr ans mip t ing * am eti & ed~" p a ges of report of SA I I 

I _ I V ^6/ to show tnat c er t ain i'nve s t igat ion reported 
had been conducted "at McKinney, .Texas." 

I__ | Fugitive - Deserter... 

(1) Failure to instruct CMcflfff. in <mVimli mrpl awaH n ng of 

responsible personnel and recommendations covering administrative 
action, when calling Chicago’s attention to fact that report of 

SA| | 1/14/55 did not indicate why copy was designated 

for Kansas City, and (2) failure to see to It, that existing be 

Bureau instructions were followed when Chicago submitted b?c 

amended pages of instant report by letter 2/ll/55* 

The weaknesses in each of the above-described eight 
cases caused undue expense and unnecessary correspondence. 

EXPLANATION OF MR. WINTERROWD : 

, i 

"It should be pointed out that heretofore in a memorandum 
dated February 24, 1955* Mr. Rosen recommended that Messrs. Price, 
Evans, the writer, and himself receive letters of censure in this 
matter. I agree that I should -be censured; however, I wish to 
point out that both sections tinder my general supervision had 
heretofore handled errors of fora and nonsubstantive errors 
through the use of the Bureau error form, 0-17* In matters 
involving substance, both sections have insisted on explanations 
and have made appropriate recommendations. We had pursued the 
procedure of following the Manual of Rules and 'Regulations with 
regard to errors which requires recommendations for administrative 
action, if necessary. In addition, it has been noted that 
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Section 8 b of the Inspectors manual differentiates between 
routine and serious administrative delinquencies* This section 
of the Inspectors manual indicates that explanations of 
employees to be obtained in those categories of serious 
administrative delinquencies* 

”1 wish to assure that there is no doubt in my mind 
as to the seriousness involved in the commission of errors, 
both in the field and at the Seat of Government, and both 
seotions, the Criminal and Accounting and Fraud Sections, are 
to adhere strictly to the instructions now in existence." 

CONCLUSION ; 

Because of the undue expense and unnecessary 
correspondence resulting, it is felt that the Accounting 
and Fraud Section and Criminal Section, as well as the ■ 
field, were derelict in the handling of the afore-mentioned 
cases* In view of his over-all responsibility for the 
effective operations of the Accounting and Fraud Section 
and Criminal Section, it appears that Mr. winterrowd 
shares the blame for these weaknesses* (Mr. Rosen's prior 
recommendation of 2/24/55 that Mr. Winterrowd be censured 
was held in abeyance pending receipt of all explanations 
concerning these delinquencies.) 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

(1) E« H* Winterrowd, Investigative ;Di-vision.. . • 
censure* . ..because of the ineffective functioning of the 
Accounting and Fraud Section and Criminal Section. 









(2) No recommendations necessapy regarding other 
personnel involved. *. .such action having been taken 
separately. 



yc-** 



PERMANENT BRIEF OF MR* WINTERROWD IS ATTACHED HERETO. 

- 4 ** 



I l t>% A 1 

PKBEML ROOSUia AlWlKJSTnftTjOH 
Albany file 46-4$' 

Bureau Flit 4€-t; 




imtt&rm BROWS* Tteis FaeSJjif MW, AlMtay ori gin, tttaerulenil 



*/V 54 . 



MAC Beak, Mi assigned to BA 



on 

m 



*[ 



,.%SK •***#} dated i/*V£S refers to report of 
•• follow* Re rep dm not clearly 



JfJ? ******** i. 

^Z*TJti} l x*? t ' mm4 A* *•****• towwion Bad ftstneiat, Reference 

inJIiI *!! 1 V\*ff!? ,ld f***f**Pt* of detail* la ackninlatratlv* 

<■»«* *•«• »<• r * r *i> »<> 



SA 

of 



_ fondlae posoort doted ia/5§/*4 Ma submitted by 
&&w&vmv i s# flit 4>f iNipbart iifiit ltut#<! 



cmitians, Arriving Buparriser not ascertainable 



„.„ M»c teD .— ?-^*y !*!" *? . **» **••? l/»9/5S opprowo 

^ Jfti ** Pa trsaaettte* 5 copies euh of oagea i «ng 

Iff I ... I **P*r*. to be inserted it Bunttt ceptw of said 
poport. aa** wao » beers Jo ** 41 notation, *18A«# anended copy 

l ££^%* t** ***** ©* Rotft la Resident* 

> ***? **«» ***«* V19/&5 Sow not contain 

^nerK*Sf ? «e£ , %*T**?f** fHMMttto *a ft why report was net 

% *\t£r **•«# ** <*«*• «* o««m» ne«o 
eensenow aa toasalniatretlve action scenes rmimin. «• 

re^tlreS by Seat ton 4-1-4 of Sternal of Rules ana. Regulations. 



aa t v 

in 



^ _ . A « cKplaaetten la desired fro® sa , , 

tS XeSSMSS^Jil* !*••* * rpor * •*• not included 

two letter of tranaalttai te the Bureau dtt^ 1/19/55. 

r _ . ^ _ An aaplaaetlan la desired frcwi ASAc 4ee fc. 

ja&ieten for hit approving cuboi salon of corrected pares with a 
f^?f r erplanat Iona concerning the err era and 

without any Fceeneeiwattien aa to asalnlatratlve action. 



comment a of the $A£ are desired. 



AUJAinr RB^fBOS X 

3/4/55 / / 

g l/bc *‘ Personnel /ile f. ff. ffnterrowd 

® ^5Si 



b 6 

b 7 C 



b 6 

b 7 C 



b 6 

b 7 C 
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SA : I did not submit an applanation cone errs Ins the 

above -men t ioned errors inasmuch as my report 
>7as corrected in "Headquarters City and the amended pages returned 
to the Bureau without my knowledge, I regret that my report was 
v'Ot properly prepared in the first Instance,, and I will exercise 
more care in the future in order to prevent a recurrence of errors 
of this nature. 
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ASAC JAMIESON : 1 regret that I did not request an explanation 

from SA John P. Curran concerning the errors in 
hia report of December 30, 1954, as Is required by Seotion 4-1 -J 
of the Manual of Hules and Regulations , 1 win exerolso more care 
in the future in matters of this nature and will request explanations 
for errors committed in accordance with the Bureau* s instructions, 

SAC SOUCY : Both of these employees have teen Instructed 

to avoid a repetition of this. 




SUPERVISOR JSLDOI C# WILLIAMS 



Ob 1/10/55* Albany vu lastruotod to submit 
eorreotedpage to report data 12/30/54# the correction a 
to refloat exact date of prosecutive action as regards 
three subjects and to delete Administrative reference to 
auxiliary office alrtel In details* 

She corrections Tier# not considered to affeet 
the substance of the Investigation and were requested in 
the interest of the highest degree of clarity* When 
corrected pages Here received it vu assumed personnel 
responsible had been proparly admonished at field level 
when Instructions passed on to make the necessary revisions 
in the report, Accordingly* explanations were not requested* 

SBCTIOa CHIEF C. A. iSVAHS ‘ 

She corrections wade in the report eited did not 
errors which affected the substance of the Investi- 
gation. In accordance with the procedure that the SAC 
consider nonsubstantive errors in connection with the 
submission of performance votings on employees* it was not 
deemed necessary to request explanations from the field nor 
tc recommend administrative action* 

DUMBER 01® MAI I. H. W1KSRR0WJ) 

She _ current procedure being followed is to ask for 
explanations in connect ion with errors of substance* In 
connection with nonsubstantive errors* current Instructions 
require that the SAC maintain records with regardWthe 

S? r iS2 n ?Li5I?il?f * la the past* the procedure 

~ v la ^Y 1 sl °? request explanations and make 
Appropriate roooimHond at ions in oomeotlon vlth orrora of 

substance. These procedures are being carefully followed* 




ASSISTANT DIRECTOR A. R08KR 

: I 

2 hm inatruoted that all eltbor of 

fora or •ubatanoe, bo earefully ovaluatad and explanation* 
obtained where appropriate* 
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Ausable Forks Branch, National j 

Commercial Bank and Trust 

Company of 'Albany, New York > 

FEDERAL RESERVE ACT I 

.Albany File 29-273 
Bureau File 29-17931 

b6 

b7c ; 

INSPECTOR BROWN: This -Pending Inactive case, Albany Origin, 

<was- assigned to SA (A) Edward A. .McShane. 

October 15, 1954, supervised on. 'the desk; of the ASAC. ; : 

Pending accounting report dated 11/19/54 
was submi tted by SA Me Shane and approved by SA \ | 



’ Albany memo to the Bureau dated 12/20/54 \ 

transmitted the original and two copies of corrected pages j 

7 through 13 which were to be substituted in the report of | 

SA McShane dated 11/19/54. This memo of 12/20/54 does , not 1 

indicate the number or nature of changes, or the reason why 
the changes were necessary; does not contain, explanations of 
personnel responsible, as to why report was not properly pre-: 
pared in the first place and does not contain, recommendations 
as to administrative action deemed necessary, as required by. 

Section. 4-1-J .of Manual of Rules, and Regulations. . • i 

* !> 

t 

The file, does not indicate that corrections 
were made in. the .copy of the. report in the files, of the USA ; 

at Syracuse, ,N;., ,Y. i 

An explanation is desired from SA. McShane 
as to. the errors in. his report, dated 11/19/54 necessitating ^ . I 

the amended pages and as to why an explanation concerning ' 

these errors was not included in. the- letter of transmittal, to-* $ 
the Bureau dated 12/20/54, dictated by him.. Also as to whe^lf: , 
ther corrections have been made in copy of report in filest^f! 

USA -and, if so', why the file does not indicate that this has*"* (< 
been done , 



An explanation is desired from 1 Relief 

Supervisor I l as to why he approved the * 

above report which subsequently required 7 corrected pages. , 

1\ blC 

3 / 2 / 55 >-> , 

CAHrPAKV' wcj Personnel file E • J5T* Winterrotod 



ULBANY RECHECR^^ 
v£c : Pers 
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An explanation, is desired from Relief 
Supervisor Joseph A. McGraw for ,his approving submission of 
corrected .pages with a , cover letter,, without, an explanation 
and without, any recommendation as to administrative, action. 

Comments of the SAC are desired. 



SA MC- SHANE: Corrected pages transmitted to the Bureau 

by Albany memo of 12/20/5** were prepared 
based on Bureau 0-17 Routing Slip which, in accordance with 
instructions printed thereon, was; destroyed when -corrections 
were made. 



The, original pages are not. presently 
available in the Albany file, having been destroyed. I recall 
that the changes requested by the Bureau were concerned with 
the administrative, setup of two of the Items of violation and 
the' changes were made to. present each violation, as a complete 
separate item. I would- like to point out that the changes 
related to presentation of the facts and were not substantive 
in nature. 



One copy of each corrected page was 
furnished to SA. Peter G. Roth at Syracuse for replacement in 
the; U. S. Attorney's file. I. did not indicate that on the- 
Albany copies of the report but have done so today., 

i 

SAj \t I do not recall signing the report 

referred to, but no apparent substantive 
errors .were; observed' in the report. In the future, every 
effort will be made to see that reports, of this type are; in 
accordance with the. form set forth, in the manual. 

SA MC GRAW: I regret that 1 do not. recall specifically 

the nature of the corrections ' in connec- 
tion. with this matter, but evidently thought the corrections 
were for the reasons indicated 'by' SA MC SHANE and not factual 
errors; however, the necessary action consistent with Bureau 
regulations will be complied with in all future instances. 

SAC SOUCY: These employees listed above have been, instructed 

to take, the necessary precaution to avoid a 
repetition of this. 



t 
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Tmea wstsi nn^kb, mum 

Conawroial Banfc andTruat 
Company of Albany* 2*w York 

FEDERAL RESERVE ACT 

Albany Plla 29-273 
Buraau Plla 29-17931 



SUPERVISOR 4. B« COOK* Upon *orla® *f *ho rafaranoad 

raport* 1% waa no tad that although 
all tba Info mat la® nooaaaary for proaaeutiya nation waa 
aoatainad 1® thla raport, thla raport waa not aat ®p in 
sooordanoa with tba anggaatlona a«t forth in Saation 44 of 
tba jHannal of loatructlona* Undar tha auhhaadlng of 
” Of fansaa** ita® mtsbar ana aat forth thraa diatinat itana 
of offanaaa wharaaa thaaa itana a bo aid bo aaparttad aa to 
dlatiaat itana* All tha Information naaaaaary for proaaa®- 
iita aotion waa aantaiaad in thaaa itana, but la wa fait 
that Sdward A* goShana, halo* a® aaeoantant of Uni tad 
axparlanaa, ahould ha fomlabad additional guldanoa In tha 
praparatlan of Padaral Raaaraa Aat raporta* lharefora, 
tha Albany Offloa andar data of Baoanhar 2* 1954* *•* 
adrlaad by a® 0-17 arror farn that thla raportwaa not 
auhnlttad aeaordiag to tha auggaatlona aat forth 1® «a«tion 44 
of tha Manual of Xnatruatlona* 

Tha 3AC, Albany waa not raqoaatad 
to funtiah any raaoemandatlona for adnlalatratlra aotion 
lnaamuah aa thla arror waa naraly a® arror 1® aat ting up 
tha raport In aaaardana# with tha auggaatlona In tha Manual 
of lnatruationa* Thla arror waa an arror in for® only and 
did not affoat tha aubatanao af tha raport or tha matarial 
arallabla for proaocativa aotion* 

SSCTXOM CSX BP C. A. £VA»S 

Tha arror for* a ant by tha Buraau to Albany 
*oaarad nonaubatantlra aattara* XaaamMh aa arrora of for® 

an aamioyaaa, it waa uaaaaaaaary to aak for anplanatlona or 
to fM®n®d adnlniatratira motion* 




NUMBER ONE MAN H. ¥IKTERROWD 



Under present procedures we are requesting explanations 
automatically tdxara errors of substance ara d ©not ad. This was 
tha procedure followed in the past* "We ara extending every 
effort to aea that this procedure la adhered to, 

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR A. ROSEN 

I have heretofore issued inatruotlona that explanations 
be requested in eosmeetlon with substantive errors and that all 
natters be carefully reviewed so that they can be called to the 
attention of the field regardless of whether they are non- 
substantive or substantive errors. 



! 



April 4, 1955 



PERSONAL AND mWTim 



'JEfcJU 



(0 

Hr* JPt Hugo Wtnterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D*C* 



i 



i 



Boar Hr* winterrowdt 

Tho Bureau has carefully reviewed the facts 
concerning the inefficient functioning of the Accounting 
and Traud Section and criminal section of the Investi- 
gative Bivision in failing to comply wtth extsting 
Bureau regulations concerning the handling of serious 
errors occurring in investigative reportk* On several 
recent occasions supervisory personnel have noted 
substantial errors in investigative reports and have 
completely disregarded outstanding tnstructtons to 
obtain explanations for these errors together with 
recommendations regarding administrative action* 



ToUod 
Boardman 

NkWts 
Betaoat 
Harbo 
Mohr, 



f interrowd 
reU.Koort 
Holton** 
Sandy 



As over-all supervisor of these sections , it 
was your responsibility to insure their efficient operation • 
Accordingly* it ts expected that you will take proper 
measures to see to it that there is no repetition in the 
future of such delinquencies on the part of personnel under your 

ivu — — 




w ooa 



H4 





. S; J&? 1 - 3 ' 



deBrchod 

John X/tnni* Vaati*. it. / J. 



\ FEDERAL SURtb^ 



Rosen, ( Personal Attention) 



Notes Based on memo from B*T* Sarbo to Hr • Tolson', 
dated 3-17-55, initials HCVPsmpmsfpp* 






i 1 



ye 





£>h /"^£/ 




$1 * 




b.W : 








xo « MR. 1.. V, "80ARDMAN 



»om • b. h. 



sparser: 




UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

ffl*g date: 3 / 3/55 



1 with alias : 



it 



i C\ 



UNAUTHORIZED PUBLICATION OR USE OF COMM* 



CATIONS 



b6 

b7C 



NK'hoJi 
'EeJn/oot 
Bar be 
Mohr 

Parsons _ 
Rost* 



$*zoo ^ 
f wircrrow4 , 

Tetc* Rbom 

ttollosMft 



With reference to Hr. Tolsor.U 1 agues'. : r exp^ana- 

u\ tions as to why the copy of the letter to Mr. I _J »■ ( ’ 

^ designated for Olney was not changed to sub-t^tute t«.- new 

\ draft, the writer has no excuse for not seeli., that tn.. s was 

done. I was so Interested In determining that u,e letter , 

was written in a raore cordial t and interested in procu- 
reading It that 1 neglected to check the copies designated 
for Olney. While there were a number of di 1 . 1 ion representatives 
.JLn the office on other matters, I did carefr. T' review the 
original of the letter but did .not check t 1 pies. This was 
a case where I was too hasty. 



I Vn 1 1 Chief : the 

Criminal sect ion. to h ave the letter rewritten 1*\ the absence 
of fiunerviftor l ~l who had prepared tre o: ' . ' al V t ter . 

Mr. I I had nothing to do with the redraft. Mr. 



1 had instructed Mr.^ 

t on. to have the 1 



Mr . I I had **wv.in^ «« »."■ >>-— — - ■ — - — . - j . 

In turn, brought it back to me where I approved It. I foel 
that he was negligent as well as I. Accordingly 7 r coremend 
that we both receive letters of censure. 

With re spect to Miss I i— — a he W as 

Instructed by Mr. I I to redo the letter t Mr. | — I 

a copy of which was designated for the New v rx Division which 

she changed properlx. however , she was not specifically 

instructed by Hr. 



b6 

b7C 



^ IS h-«.v,u | | to change the copy goir.,; to Olney. 

Nevertheless, the Olne y memorandum was clipped to go with tn 
letter to Mr. I I of the Squibb Compa;.y and,, according^ 

it Is felt,, in view of her position as Clerk -Stenographer, /®V5» 
having responsibilities in secretarial duties, she should hav< 
caught this and changed it. Therefore, she should be censured. 



Attachments 



EHW:LS 

( 5 ) 



Attached are the memoranda of 



< f f 






x !u 

„ .<* °l 

,tA \ b--- — ■** 



]and Hiss 













nd&rd Form 88 
(K*V. AUg- 
PlOMtWATID *T 
Evxiau or TSI Btr&OlT 






T OF MEDICAL EXAMINATIOI 



NAME^PIRST NAMC-~MIO0tX NAME 



wINTERROWD. EARL HUGO 



4. HOME ADDRESS {Number, street or RFZ>, city or town, zone and State) 

2101 Suitland Terr. S.E., Wash.D.C. 



t, GRADS AND COMPONENT OH POSITION 

GS16 - SA 



5. fW55 OF EXAMINATION 



5. HXNT IF tCATlON NO. 



Annual 




to. DEPARTMENT, agency, or service 



1 L ORGANIZATION UNIT 



Male White 



12. date of birth 



XX PLACE OF J&JftTH 



5-23-16 Ft. Wayne, Indian 



lx EXAMINING FACILITY OR EXAMINER. AND ADDRESS 

Bethesda 



mo. PBI 



14. NAME, RELATIONSHIP. AND ADDRESS OF NEXT OF KIN 

Wife-1 



IT. RATING Oft SPECIALTY 



CLINICAL EVALUATION 



'TIME IN THIS CAPACITY: TOTAL LAST SIX MONTHS 



NOTES,*- Desc/ib* ovary abnormality in dot si/, (Enter perttnont item number before each 
Co m me nt } continue in 4-tam 73 and une addit tonal sheets if necensar 







tS» HEAD. FACt NECK. ANp SCALP 
XX NOSE 

w* mm mmmmtm i m-mm tam —.», * ■ h i m- «■»*■>- >.mwm i wh I 

20. SINUSES 

21, MODTH AND THRpAT 

ZX DRUMS (Perforation) 

u, trc$-^twuv irrira < 

25. OPHTHALMOSCOPIC _ 

2IL PUPILS (Equality and reaction) 

JXOCUA.MOTRJTY 

ZX LUNGS AND CHEST (Include breasts) 

ZX HEART (Thrust, size, rkyfJim, tomdi) 

30. VASCULAR SYSTEM < Varicosities, etc,) 

5L ABDOMEN AND VISCERA (Include hernia) 
s£ AW* **0 WCTUM ; 

53. ENDOCRINE SYSTEM 

mT<£u system ' r ' * ' 

55. UPPER Ext REM ^ *** ** V ^ 



%1. .LOWER EXTRCMfTKS 



55. SPINE. OTHER MUSCULOSKELETAL 



55. IDENTIFYING 6GDY MARKS. SCARS. TATTOOS 



40. SKIN. LYMPHATICS 



Rales rt. lower base U.R.I. 



Back neg. this exam. 
As before 



41. NEUROLOGIC {X<?u*Ubr4*m ted* item It) 



42* PSYCHIATRIC (Specif**** perMontdity 4tmudia*b 



(Check bout done) 

4J.rn.WC O vacwl Dmctm. 



C7~«- DENTAL (Place appropriate symbols above or below number of upper and lower teeth, respectively) 

tX—Restorable teeth using teeth <5 X $)s ~Fixed brl 

t^NonrestorcNe teeth "XXXj— Replaced bp denture* V; " include 4 



A 



(Continue in item 7$) 



<5 X $)s -Fixed bridge, brackets to 
V: -~ “ " include abutments 



REMARKS AND ADDITIONAL DENTAL DEFECTS AND 
DISEASES 

Torus raandibularus,Bilat 
Cal cuius -Periodontal dis 




































MEASUREMENTS ANO OTHER FIN CRN OS 



$1. HEIGHT /. 52. WEIGHT y 5X COLOR HAIR 

73 3/4 188& brown 



57. BLOOO PRESSURE (Am at k&rt kvet) 



54. COLOR EYES 

brown 



55. PULSE (Arm at heart level) 



AFTER EXERCISE 



55. BUILD: 


54. TOtBt 


rn 


SLENOE* MEDIUM HEAVY OSf$E 

□ vs. o a 


v i 




*£CUM SENT j AFTER STANDING 

3 MIN. 



NEAR VISION 



CORR. TO BY 



CORR. TO BY 



. MIUROPHORiA 

(Specif stance) ES* 

C=> 



55. HELD OF VISION 



RIGHT WV 15w« 15 AS 
LEFT WV 15 a5SV 1*5 A* 



ft. M. UK 


PRISM DIV, 


PRISM CONV, 


PC PD 


64, COLOR VISION (Tut used and result) 


65. DEPTH PERCEPTION 
(Test used and scare ) 


UNCONNECTED 




AOC - 1940 - 18/18 


CORRECTED 


^ _ * 


67# NIGHT VISION (Test used and scare) 


64, RED LENS 


69. INTRAOCULAR TENSION 



AUDIO METER 



250 I flOO I 1000 
954 1 tit | 1 lOti 



LEFT 



7X NOTES (Continued) ANO SIGNIFICANT Oft INTERVAL HISTORY 



4000 

&9S 


31 M HI 






m 



72. PSYCHOLOGICAL ANO PSYCHOMOTOft (Teats used and score ) 



Recommend Interval eye check - probably ; requires Rx change which will 
correct eyes to 20/20. 

Functional - labile hypertension — diet Phenabarb 
Chest X Ray 4 - 7-55 ( 14 * 17 ) Essentially negative 



(Vte additional sheets o f plat* paper if necessarf) 



74. SUMMARY OF DEFECTS ANO DIAGNOSES (List Haynoses vkh Her* numbers) 



3 mo. of eli?cer of 

phenabarb . 



PHYSICAL PROFILE 



V A. « * 5 




SIGNATURE 



/s/ N. P. Aspen 



77, EXAMINEE (Chech) I 

§“ WT <wAuf*i>K* strenuous phys. exertion & use of firearjns. fHY«cw.wT£«*Y 



74. IF NOT OUAUFICO, LIST pt$OUAUPYING DEFECTS *Y ITEM NUMBER 



7% TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSICIAN 



40. TYPED OR PRINTED NAME OF PHYSICIAN 



41, TYPED Oft PRINTED NAME OF DENTIST Oft PHYSICIAN (Indicate which) 



42. TYPED Oft PRINTED NAME OF REVIEWING OFFICER AUTHORITY 



VEftNMENT PRINTINC OFFICE t 1952-0-44341 3 10^ 022SS - 1 



/S/ K. K. Bridge 



NUMBER OF AT* 
TACHED SHEETS 



















































! 

% 



ATTACHMENT TO STANDARD FORM 88 w 
(Revised July 21, 1952) 

Report of Medical Examination 

FOR INFORMATION AND GUIDANCE < OF MEDICAL EXAMINER: 

The following portions of the attached examination; report form need 
not be completed: 

i 

2 67 

3 68 

11 69 

14 71 (unless other 

17 examination indi- 

62 cates desirable) 

65 72 

Item 48, the electrocardiogram, is not required unless the 
examinee is over 35 years of age or unless other examination indicates 
such is de slrable . 

If the examinee is aln applicant, the Chest X ray and blood 
type and Rh factor (Items 46 and 49) are not necessary unless the 
facilities for affording same are readily available to the examiner. 

FOR ALL EXAMINEES , WHETHER CLERICAL OR SPECIAL AGENT APPLICANTS OR 
EMPLOYEES r 

The medical examiner should answer the following question: 

V. 

Examinee , >00 qualified for strenuous physical 

(is or 

exertion. (Designate which) 

FOR ALL MALE EMPLOYEES OR APPLICANTS : 

The medical examiner is requested to answer the following: 

Does examinee have any defects restricting or prohibiting his 
participation in defensive tactics and dangerous assignments which might 
entail the practical u se of f irearms? 



If answer is "yes" please specify. 

IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT -ALL STATEMENTS IN ITEMS 59. 6l. 64 AND 70 PERTAINING 
TO VISUAL ACUITY . C OLOR VISION AND HEARING BE COMPLETED IN .DETAIL/3 

( Signatyj 

fate) 1 

A'P-/V-bS-(,Sr^/9 



NARRATIVE COMMENTS 



IV regulations require that OUTSTANDING ratings be supported by a statement in writing setting. forth IN I >KTAlL the i>rrformanoe IN RVER^ 
\SPEC I' and the REAS* INS for considering each worthy of SPECIAL COMMENDATION. 

UNSATISFACTORY ratings must be supported hv a statement in writing stating (1) WHEREIN the performance is un*atisl.'utor>, <2j the factvnt 
the <W day) PRIOR WARNINGS, and (3) the efforts made AFTER THE WARNING TO HELP the employee bring hi* jjerformance up i« a 
satnfav ton level. 



O*# * 
US 

cc 



v f r* 



:*/mr 



FD-185 A 



# m 

PERFORMANCE RATING GUIDE 
FOR INVESTIGATIVE PERSONNEL 

(For use as attachment to Performance Kiting Form N<x FD-185) 







•ANNUAL PERFORMANCE -RATING 
April 1, 195V - March 31, 1955 



E. HUGO WINTERROWD 
NUMBER ONE MAN ' 

CRIMINAL AND ACCOUNTING AND FRAUD SECTIONS 
INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 
EOD BUREAU 7/15AO 



Wlnterrowd has been assigned to the Investigative 
Division since September, 1951. He is the Number One Man 
in charge of the Criminal Section and the Accounting and 
Fraud Section of the Investigative Division. He has handled 
his -assignment In a commendable manner, is desirous of 
carrying out his responsibilities in an enthusiastic manner, 
Is loyal, sincere ^and always tries to do a good job. During 
the rating period he has received a number of letters of 
censure in connection with matters under his direct super- 
vision with reference to delinquencies and the necessity of 
tightening up and giving closer supervision to various 
aspects of the work with which he Is charged. There has 
been a decided improvement noted by me. 

He has worked much voluntary overtime, has 
indicated a desire and willingness to perform his tasks 
properly and he Is entitled to an adjective rating of 
satisfactory. I believe that .he will continue to attempt 
to perform his functions to the best of his ability. 



Satisfactory 
Adjective .Rating 



Employee *s 
Initials 

* u „ „ 



r s 

" 3 




s- 






4 



'FD-253 ( 11-22-54) 






UNIT® STATES DEPARTMENT' OF JUSSSCE 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATE 






WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 



- n v nr , haouuwavai */• v* 

InReply,Flm«Rfferto 

FlUXo. 

Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department' of Justice 
-Washington, 'D. i C. 

S s 

Dear Sir: 

'For inclusion in the -fund. to be, paid -to -the designated beneficiary. of < any SpecieltAgent of 
the -FBI who-hespreviously contributed ‘.to this fund and who dies from .any, cause ex cept self-destruction 
while* employed as a Special, Agent, I -am forwarding herewith (by CHECK -dOTOTEft) the sum of $10, pay- 
able to :the Assistant Director, Administrative , Division, FBI, 'to be- included 'in, said fund. Payment will 
be made -for death by self-destruction after -the Agent, has-been a member of the fund for a continuous period 
of two-years. It is understood andsagreed that -the sum tendered herewith is a voluntary, - gratuitous ■ contri- 
bution -to said fund' which I 'understand is'to be. administered An the -following- manner. 

-the Director of the FBL will appoint' a committee -which -shall consider all matters' pertaining to 
the aqulsition, safe keeping 1 and ' expending of said -fund, which committee will recomend appropriate action 
to the Director -in' pertinent matters. The Assistant Director of the 'Administrative ’Division of 'the FBI 
•shall receive-, all contributions and account for same to the Director. Uporthe death of any. Special Agent 
who is -a, member of said -fund : the . appointed committee will- consider 'the case and -submit a recommendation .to 
'the*Director -as^toAts conclusions. .Appropriate instructions' will then.be issued to. the Assistant Director 
of ‘the Administrative Division, directing him to pay to 'the designated . beneficiary ' the -sum of.$10,000. the 
liability of the'fund -ahall not under any- circumstances, 'exceed the amount, of monies Anihe fund 'at 'the time 
ehy liability shall occur. Ihe -'following person is designated es my beneficiary 1 for ’FBI Agents' ,Ljdurance‘Fund 



. Relationship 




Dat e 



Address 



i J/o/ Sut 



l^following^peM^a Js designated as my beneficiary under ill Chas. S. Rosa FuncFprw^ 



W'k 



death benefit to •beneficiary of acanl 



Address_ 



,ne or aui 




.Relationship. 






Va 



iV 



MAY 1 0 1955 



w* 



trutyyours, 



Special/Agent 




*TAM^KD F©*>JN«X «4 






'Office Memorandum • united siii 




VERNMENT 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT: 



Mr. Tolson 

B. T. ffarbo j^p 

E. H. WINTERROWD 
NUMBER ONE MAN 
INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 



DATE: 5/ll/55 



ft 



Vi 







Mr. To!sor*^rf| 
Mr. .BoardrAm*-, f 1 

Mr. .NtehoU- 
Mfc. .Balmont, 




1 i ' J 



Separate memoranda concerning the following 
Agents assigned to the Investigative Division have been 
submitted . These Agents were observed seated in the 
cafeteria in the basement of the Justice Building on 5/9/55 
or- 'J5/lO/55 at a time after they had already signed in as 
reporting for duty but before the regular working hours . 



Mr. - 
Mr. Tamm 
Mr. 

Mr, Winterrowi, 
Tel®. Room - J1 
Mr, HoHomatu^ 
Miss Candv .... 



*/ 1 i 



k Joseph K. Ponder (sick leave 5/11/55; explanation will 
. . j be obtained upon return to duty) 

^ William A, Hamilton ( sick leave 5/11/55; explanation will 
1 - \ be obtained upon return to duty) 

' ' Sjohn B. Cook \ 

sRoy E. Wood \ 



f * 



67 " ■+ 



RECOMMENDATION i 

sHaroh’Qd 

In view of the supervision responsHbiiHtiptpf»<Jfr*..J*>J..,.^‘ 
Winterrowd , during the absence of Assistant director Jiosen, 
for the Agents, recommend his censure fey letter * ^ JlftY 19 195b 



FEDERAL StWvi Li aVtblMJATICN ' 

-aT v*gTE?“ 



hi j * , 

11 ■ 1 i>. 1 / 

it , 1 

Pv cc - Ur. Mohr 1 ■< . . 

^ V 

\ LOTiCS ' 

(?) 

!v 



J. ,1 ! 



2 6 MAY 








jU 
Ivi 




® 3 m 




0 



1 fay 17, 29S5 



P2RS0XAL AN P -QONTinBHXIAL 



Mr* S’* Hugo Wtnterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D* C* 



£hois 

JrroAt^ 

itbd - e 

Jrsoti? 

it<frow4 . 
U. J^oort 

llonoai) ^ 

n ^y .. >,. ,» .■ • » 



Dear Ifr* F<»terro»d? 

Tfte Bureau has carefully considered the facts 
developed relative to the recent failure of several 
Special Agent supervisors assigned to the Investigative 
Division to comply with existing regulations concerning 
the sign-in and - out register and it is apparent that 
you have not properly diecftar^ed your supervisory re- 
sponsibilities in this regard • It is noted that after 
these employees had indicated on the register that they 
were ready to assume their off idol duties they were ob- 
served in the basement of the Justice Building engaging 
in personal activity and they did not record their absence 
from off total duty on the register • fhis entire situation 
■is disgraceful and is of grave concern to the Bureau • 

You will he expected to take immediate steps to 
insure that employees under your supervision abide by all 
.Bureau regulations and properly record any such absence 
from official duty on the register * 



1 /! -• 



v yV 1 ~ U >Ti :i,W fire. 

(V %r J .v - ** ; ' 'u,:. ■ 

« ' ( * i ; r i 

l CO* Mr* Rosen' ^.('Personal Attention) 



i 

Very truly yours, 

■$* Sdsar Hoover 

John JBdgar Hoover 
Director 



t* -* *■ ■ 



~-p' 



1 u, :. ■ 






— go i Mr* Ho sen 1 ';\(.Personal Attention) ©marched...—— 

-Tf, " n u m \t>0 r&<5 ..... 

^2 Based on memo from Mr* Harbo to Mr* rolson dated 5/11/55 , * 

rr L0T! ° 3 i comm - fbi i ,'yfLZ m 19 'If Ivi, 

• mum yJmaK*"'- 

2*6 MAY zi 1955 






■w OJM333V 




i tt* i 1 ■ * Jt, I'A 



MR. ROSEN/? t 

d v 

E. H. WINTER! 



UNITED STATE^OVEBJNMENT^A / 

date* April 20, 19$$ * Efi" 







l WAS, FUGITIVE < 

INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OF STOLEN -PROPERTY 



]/ 



V««ou 



$izoo 

f iatw0w4 ^ 

Tele. Room 
Hollo** • *m- 



The writer has been requested to explain why fourteen 
minutes were consumed in a telephone conversation with SAC 
, Malone, Los Angeles, on the afternoon of April 19, 1955* 

n 

04 This call was made at the ^request of Assistant 

' ' Director Mohr, with your approval, and concerned an Incident 
v where Agents of the Los Angeles Division detained the husband 
l pX of the secretary of Mr. | | Ge neral Services 

ik* Administration. This individual’s name is | 1 



I . Mr. Mohr had received a 
A1 Snyder of GSA saying that Mrs 



m Deputy Administrator 
had received a call 



X, concerning this matter from her husband In Los Angeles and 
that she was considerably distressed. 

\ Malone was instructed to immediately obtain the 

details and telephone them hack in order that the Bureau would 
jv-i* know of the picture so that Mr. Mohr could deal with Mr. 

*\J I I . Consequently, it was necessary for the writer to 

take indetail the information furnished by SAC Malone and in 
this regard there Is a copy of the memorandum prepared by the 
writer regarding this Incident. 

It Is regretted that this amount of time was 
expended in the, telephone call but under the circumstances, 
after conferring* with Mr. Mohr, it was believed necessary to 
obtain the information In detail since tiae was of tue essence. 

1 1 

s ^ ^ 

The writer is most cognizant tfra,t all 'telephone 

calls should he kept to a minimum and endeavors to arrive for 



this at all times. 

j 

^ ’ 

FKW/rh J / 

( 2 ) * * 



. / i ' ,1 



j <22 



S'!. . c 

Enclosure 1 V >- / 

C r 111., **■>'*" 






.. z' 

J* *? 



JnUamj • 77 



2 APR ‘i‘i ■it>b 



*UC5 





May 24, 1955 



Ur, E* Hugo wtnterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, B* C* 



Bear Mr * Winterrowdt 



The Bureau has noted that on the morntng of May 13, 
1955, on agent under your supervision was observed reading a 
newspaper at his desk after he had recorded on the sign-in 
and -out register that he was ready to oooubo his offtcial 
duties although he was not assigned to scan newspapers for 
information of interest to the Bureau « At the time in 
question you were acting Assistant Birector of the 
Investigative Bivtston in the absenee of Mr* Alex Rosen and 
it was your responsibility to see to it that supervisors of 
the Investigative Bivtston performed their duties in ac- 
cordance with extsttng regulations * ■*. 

It is evident that you did not effectively discharge 
your responsibilities <» this regard in this instance • Merer ” 
after, you wtll be expected to see to it that personnel under c 
your supervision o arry out their assignments in full compltanc 
with Bureau regulations* 

.itfO'C?) • li8 1 1.7- mg, 

.. , Tory truffiHw*ip» 



26 MAY 27 1951 



K Ss=r2w««i» 4 ' »■ 

* Rosen ( Personal Attention) 

Mohr | . ' 

t^ ^^Z -Based on memo to Mr. TQlsom from R 
r above letter is on attachment : 
IfZ^T^ to Mr. Mohr dat ed 5/23/5$ , LCM:alh 
p mailed Ti I , / ' ’ 

Boltofliaa 1 I 1 

teaady I K rfiKK I | 



l 4 .jfidgar ^30viy rn : J " ii - **”•”>* 

! 

John Edgar Boo farm' 27 



Based on memo to Mr. TQlsOm from R. T. Harbo 5/19/55 
The above letter is on attachment to .memorandum from 
to Mr. Mohr dat ed 5/23/5$, XCMtalh 

MAILED Ti I J ■ /i 

! MAYS 51985 I -I j/f 

COMM -FBI J r 




S S 




! nj 

X ^ 
G ** 
o trt 
* * ** 



dmg/i 

ards 




ftdtrol Script of ,!»♦ rtlgqtlon 

| (n^yN'i mm («i^ tyipl HCvrity 4«»vnf ivnbtr whit tpprtprittt) 



2, hint] 



l ItekNt, 



>» I* 1 



r«®D M 



mm ovoriMi 



I 5. Ored« *b 4 Wt*ry 

: sa I a:i6,M 

W KOllQUKd DATA 



OIOSS MY ICT, TAX, 



ION0 UCA, 



wtay 



A»wi«Mi) 



12, Triporidty 



1), Avdiitd iy 



Ttrltdlt itip-liKi*4i« U Tty idliM U Oftitr tltp>lfi<rMii. 



15, Otttltil 


15, Ot^ wkry 


17, Ntwwtory 


tOtivtlltl 


tyt 


Hit 


M. 




012 , 1 $ 



I'kA'i'iiMWiiuiniHUiiinom 



v 






i* vrr'v 

ttrW|i|i 



■11 Nd ihhi 1WQ>. Ufal Airttt lwftf 
JIANOAM) fOXM NO, ll2M*ltv1nd 

Nty. 1, 1250, Gtwol tijiloiltyii No, 102 



lauhluiiii » ai.iiiiaikiWJ'WiJitttli 



4($ttwfw#tft»liti l t»iliMlktfiw) Uf / 

(CktdiippIktkltbt^li'tiittftxctiiiWOf) j 1 

Q It pty itttvi tl id tT wiiiiii jtrltd. * r 

Q h (WOT JttM tltnd t/wtiliiiptritij, . 



PAY ItOLL CHANGE SUP— PERSONNEL COPY ' 

i 

ft u. tmimn Miitii* «rtKt writem 



5 



if 




1 JtfOt 29$ 2955 
PS RS DUAL ASP ‘ CDHTIBESTIAL 



! 



2!r* £* Hugo wtnterrowd 
federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington , D* C* 



Bear Hr* Wintsrrowd: 

s 

There was an unreasonable delay in submitting a 
summary Memorandum regarding the handling of the Inters tat 

Tranmnar taUon of stolen Property case tnuo!u<ng| 

lend it has been determined that this delay was Hue 
*n uarge measure to the fact that the proposed Memorandum 
of the Investigative Division vas revised several ttnes • 

It v>as your responsibility to have seen to it that appro- 
priate instructions were issued to the Special Agent 
Supervisor who initially prspared the proposed Memorandum 
so that all phases of the natter would be carefully and 
completely covered at the outset thus eliminating the 
neeeeeity of changes or additions » 



In view of the above it will be incumbent upon 
you to give more careful consideration to such matters in 
tft* future and to see to it that similar delays do not 
occur in the handling of suoh problems • 




touoAII: °Jlcfbkft/$nf s) 

RiuHmiA / j# 1 I 




Very truly yours , 

j. Edgar, Hoovj)f^~” 

: *■*&*'' ■- 

John Edgar Hoover 



(4J 



BECOR&tfHlI 





y/ r , 



Bowdmao 

Nichols j ‘ \ ( } , 

f(! Q i j i/ r# posen (Personal Attention )y , 4.1 ^ 

v ' ' - . ' 1. \ 



Rose# 

"Tamm 

$koo 



Based on nemo Winterrowd tojosen dated 6 r 25 - 55 , EHW/I 
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Tele.Room 
Holtomaa 
5a#dy 
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COMM. FBI 






ItJBJBCT: 



if* L. Edwards <g\ 
&.[ — 0 



Special Inquiry Section 
Investigative Division 
SOD 6/1/39} Resigned 3/4/49 
Reinstated 10/15/51 
OS-13, $3569 

Ron- Veteran; Rot on Probation 




Tsmi* 

Sizco »J?6 
f ti*rwo»h 7 
S TtU.Koo. , 
Ho 

■* 



f r^Harbo’s memorandum to Mr, Tolson 5/19/55 recommended 

be? - - - - ' " 



SA [ I be?censured and placed on probation inasmuch as he 'had bfen ob- 
served aE/8:4££ a,m,, 5/30/55, reading a newspaper at his desk after he had 
signed ttt{fortyork at { 8:15 a,m. This j$eyprandum also recommended that 

and Section Chief 0, C, 



signea terror wort as. one a,m, mis Memo, 

■Mr , jjS^H^WintirrowdJ Assistant DireczbrlRosen, U'lU U 0 V vrv«» KT • V* 

M?al iarf^^ r supervisory responsibilities in this matter . Thestb 

tnecommend&iQQS'verteGpproved by the Director and appropriate letters are 
attached.* ~ 



H ir?» 
1 <1 



b6 

hlC 



i .* 

}-i 



. a* i i explanation contained the statement "It has been my 

undersiandfjrg over Belong period of time that agents should keep abreast 
of current events especially matters in which the Bureau is interested. 
This hits' been speci/jcally emphasised to supervisors on a number of oc- 
casions. yi Mi". Tolson commented n During office hours?" 






( Assistant ' Director Rosen has advised that he knows of no instruc- 
tions to th d effect that Bureau employees should keep abreast of current 
events' by trading newspapers during office hours, other than such employees 
who may be specifically assigned to that duty. 



r 



It\is noted that when SA 



was observed reading the news- 



paper it/ica$iprioT to the beginning of tKe official w ojrkdsm al though he 
had pnjtvioifeiy signed in. At the time in question £!A| had not be*n 

assigns^ to scan /news papers for items of interest to We ~Eurea u* b ! 

- m -\j . ■■ nm t i w irmn * **««»**»< -***>&( t *i**'*5t i '& * > *♦**% f 
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CCs U. L. Edwards Jf 
Ur, Rosen 
Ur. Rarbo 
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CC-5a 



RECEIPT FOB (MB MBr 
FEDERAL BUREAU 0? MSTIGAW 
MUTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF MICE 



f£*S$ 



I certify that I have received the f olloning flovermnt 'property for official use: 



DISTRICT OF COMA OFFICIAL 'PARm PERU 



mi 

The ■ Govenmeat . property iMch yoa hereby achovledge 
is charged to you and you are responsible for taking 
care'Of 'it.and retiming it nhen its use has been 
conpleted, DO BOT M OR WRITE OH IT OR HOLTIIAIE 

AVULJ^TO -Ur 



#/ 



r 

& 



. H. linterroT/d 




* 



#* 



MR, BOARDHA* 



7/5/55 



A* ROSES 



CITT OF IWtFBXS FOSOH FACILITIES , 

5» i S !, Mik Q 

It* tlmtar »UUd th*t th. r«* w»t of tfe.***””* 
0«*r*l tor iat ormUm «t that 

»M eacllently * J U-admUon 



FMenaAak* arnomd of th. t0T M— eBd * tiwl 

to mowotfea vithUi. Mnaiiac of th!* aottar. 



»iC oa* BpecUl Jw««t _ JoQo ph 4, Q >aolt- 

„ r ^v* ~ gfr-^si^L ! 1 JSafl^r? Jt th. intMTi... in Stt. CM* 

tb»y mtiv« a lottor of eo«Mnrt«tioa* 
in th. h^tt?SftK 

“.I gJi Sa tatitw»t SMk. B* IMU » letter « 



g &s^y.'&g 

thi, mtwi'Ji 

of oqi»ni1<t1on. . 

«, i / , 

?/«/« - x «Mw.r »«« *»• •>«*• r.«^d 0 tl.«. «d, J» *«<««* 

M jA 4 - aetn-b aut AAoA tfl>j ?dj« ix fiflnalli/ JW»tfll<J *"* 

SilL */*2#*u! d(?S«% *«*<*« •» i**rde* , ?/*, OHS 

mm* totug pr*pmr*d $ giving ptapmr guidon** oud dir**tto» ih*r*t** 

Z r***m*ud **mm**d*tt** f*r M» «!«#• 

m s*YM 

«r <?/ 

00 - Mr* Mate, _ ' : 'f ? S O' < v 

*. ForsoenoX FiX*»»£v\ ' 

ABAC GUfforS Etttor, 
fiQpaoXd So CwrXiwW 

.•CT^WlttttwS^r ,:• ^ 

&3TJUL 20' 1S55 




Mr. John Edgar Hoover, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Hoover: 

t 

Thank you so much for your congratulations 
on my fifteenth anniversary in the FBI. 

t 

I want you to knowhow proud I am. of 
serving for you in the Bureau. I hope this will 
continue for many years to come. 



Sincerely, 





July 7, 1955 



Personal and -CojtffdetvHol- 



Mr* £* Hugo Winterrowd 
federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington , P* £?• 



i?#or i/r* linterrovdi 

The exemplary manner in which 
you participated in the supervision at the 
Seat of government of the investigation 
conducted concerning the Pixon»Tates natter 
has been a source of gratification to ms* 

I do not want this occasion to 
pass without telling you that I sincerely 
appreciate your capable efforts which aided 
immeasurably in the expeditious handling of 
this matter • Tour splendid services indeed 
warrant commendation* 

Sincerely yours * 

J* Edgar, Hoove? 



cot ‘ Jftv Bo sen ( Personal Attention) 
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V FEDER4L BMK OF IiraiGBE' 
MED SXiTSS' EEPARIMEKT ' OF . JUSTICE 



CC-5a 



I certify that Iihive received the Moving Govennent property for official use: 




I 



.TIME -AND :ATTENEAHCE ; -HAHUALi 277 



t 



i 



l 




'mi 

' i 

The Gonmeot property vhichyouhereby acknowledge 
'll charged to you.ani you an responsible for taking 
can of It and retming. it then its use has been ' 

' ' collated, DO HJTM OR ME OS II OR'imUIE ' 





Mr, Rosen 



7/9/S5 



Director, (t $1 

J- t.'Vt s 4 4 r, ,1 'ft * e *•& to <0 

T1BEARMS DELIHQVEBCIB8 



The following personnel of your Division are 
delinquent in firearms training for the first half of the 
calendar year 19S5t 

A^'illosen^ delinquent April and June shoots 
A E,hAssmus f delinquent June shoot 
G, T,hBrown t delinquent June shoot 
J * J»N/oneys t delinquent June shoot 
£« RtfJSgan delinquent June shoot 
G , A,xEvanw delinquent April and June shoots 
¥, A.XMamilton f delinquent June shoot 

&»Xtfgrren. d elinquent June shoot be 

I | ^ijinquent June shoot 

A. J , r \MC(^raxn t delinquent 4 shoots , fiscal year 1955 
/J R»t?inte?rowd t / delinquent June shoot 
A L,\PrToe f delinquent June shoot , 

This is an undesirable situation, and I want all 
ftrearms delinquencies removed by the .close of business 
July $8, 2955, unless merttortous oirouustances exist? 
in which event you shall submit an explanation and advise 
when- the delinquency will be removed , 



-The Training and Inspection Division is under 
instructions to report firearms delinquencies for fiscal year 
1955 which- have not been made up by the close of business 
July ‘28, 1955, and to submtt to me appropriate recommendations 

for qdminisfrjfatiye action, , 

JsR:baojatp£\i;EDL t :dtop^ // 

/a % ^ l 



r y 

» 2 * 



r'v 
Ba . 
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Tolson 
Board men 
NiCKoIs ^ 
Belmont 
Bar bo 
Mohr - 
Parsons „ 
Rosen ^ 
Tamm 
Sizoo r , 



Vince crowd 
Tele, Room = 
Holloman*^ 
Candy 



"TolsoTrTWS^ re • ' 

rpintW for ln W s\i at 
>%* ' J* m f* 51 , \ * * $ , . * 
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July 15, 1955 



PERSONAL 



Mr, E, Hugo Winterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Winterrowd: 

f 

,1 would like to join with your .many 
friends in extending my congratulations on your 
fifteenth anniversary with the FBI. I know your 
accomplishments over these many years have 
been a source of satisfaction to you, as they have 
been to Jus, and I hope that we will .have the benefit 
of your services for many years to come. 

Sincerely, 

J. Edgar Hoover 



'A 



Date . ^ 

by ^ 



, V. 



//<£ $6 



wt 

* f ** M 
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Copy 29 



TO : Mr® Rosen 

FROM : E® Ho Winterrowd 



DATE: June 25, 1955 



SUBJECT : | | ET ALj, 

INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OF STOLEN PROPERTY (ITSP) 



SYNOPSIS: 






This memorandum is submitted to fix responsibility and make 

recommendations relative to the delay in handling of this case in the 

Chicago a nd New York Field Divisions and at the Seat • of Government® I 

former criminal informant, was a Government witness having served as 
"buyer" of the stolen .paintings and was "arrested” with subjects, Chicago, 
Illi nois® Thereafter, fingerprinted and through error by former 

Identification Division employee a " non ldent" return made to Chicago Field 
Division and U® S® Marshal, Chicago® in fact, has criminal recordo 

Prior to trial denied to .Assistant U« So Attorneys. (AUSAs) 

and Agents in ‘Chicago he had criminal recordo Thereafter, durin g hearing 
on mo tion for new tria l. 10/26/ 53 f which was denied, former AUSA f \ 

I J stated under oath I according to FBI and U® S« Marshal, did not 

nave criminal recordo 



Handling 



Chicago Division 



Chicago by letter 11/5/53, advised Bureau and New Y ork of situation 
indicating defense claimed in motion for a new trial | l had crimi nal recor d, 

New York asked to clarify variance® Although New York in contact with I I 

on five occasions during 11/5/53 1/6/54, no clarification made® Only resolu- 
tion was| preferred to Agents in Chicago® New York so advised Chicago 

by teletype 1/6/54® Thereafter, Chicago also did not resolve matter unt il 
called to attention by Bureau® (SAC Hostetter recommends censure tor SA| j 
| who had case assigned to him 0 ) 

Chicago by letter 3/5/54 , recommended commendation fori - ” 
for his services in another caseo This led' to discovery of ldent error 
at Seat of Government resulting in administrative action being ’taken® 



Agent | \ as well as Agent | 

ferences during period 11/L7/54, to 1/L7/557" 
appeal® (Defense filed brief on appeal 10/29 
Court of Appeals upheld conviction 3/18/55)® 
criminal record and during conferences advise' 



__ of Chicago had cen- 
to former AUSA who handled 

i£_oral arguments 1/17 /55 : Circ uit 
nade aware of fact ! l had 

gents no way to correct court 



record to reflect| | had criminal record since information not known to him 

until after conclusion of trial 0 



Enclosure 

cc: 1-Administrative Division 
EHW/ate, rc & eck 
( 6 ) _ 

~ 33 

53 AUG 2 1955 



Letters of censure to | | 

Fisher, Bryant, Staff eld. Green, Winterrowd, 

Rosen and Boardman® 6/29/55 

JIG: BAK: NEM: DFW: Original filed in 67-342-2670 







Copy 



Memorandum to Mr, Rosen 

(Bureau had, upon discovery of Identification Division error, instructed 
Chicago A/2/54, to advise appropriate .personnel U, S, Attorneys (USA) Office, 
Chicago, as to -availability of criminal -record, This done 4/29/54 by Agent 
| who did not confirm advice in writing), 

. . L- J als o stated to Agents | I and I I defense had 

opjx>rtimlty to ask | I if he had criminal record when he was on the stand 

to if° s °° ^ There fore, it would be very foolish for Government to 
bring such matter up during appeal and furthermore, it was immaterial and in- 
consequential and had no bearin^on appeal in the case. Agents did not make 
record of such conferences with | | in Chicago files, SAC Hostetter makes 
no recomnendation for action singe conferences were numerous and in view of 
position taken by former AUSA[_| 9 



Handlinj 



New York Division 



^ - ..,.1 developed . originally by New York -Division and 

handled primarily by Sa Willis W, Fisher, then assigned to New York Division 

SiHina1 8 wv t0 f 1 ? 1 ' 3 0ffic ®° Fisher, fully cognizant of informant *s 

ddd n ® t immediately respond to inquiry made by Chicago 
r ° ^^ Vea ? e f h' 1953 » ^^estlng New York to advise concerning 
cn five occasions cr ^ na ^ record. Instead, Fisher, while seeing informant 
?/f/I l after f« c eipt Of letter from Chicago, sent teletype to Chicago 

phfSis 4 informant would prefer to clear up any further questions in 8 

S^crSinal rseo J t did Renter -his . mind Chicago Office rs not aware 

atteSf | 9f fo rmat* SAC, New York, states while Fisher did not 

couldUhave obtain»J~ fj j a ? ®^ ed i^ iou3l Y a ® possible, it wouldappear Chicago 
fe Obtained desired information from LaFitte, This is improper ^ 

groSfof1 ln£fi ^and ln 5< ileS of New York Office cricdanl back- 

resolved, |and was cl « ai *y on notice Chicago wanted to get matter 

Handling at Seat of Government 



nnm ^ ® ryanfc » Miani Division, supervised this case at Bureau 

s^e^or f- 2 ^ ^ j 19530 Thereaft «^ responsibility has rested with 

. ASAC .Bryant did not follow- up on request In Chiearo nt 

hnt b^iiT^fUrr I unfamiliar with Chicago letter of II/5/53 

i h ^rever , when Identification Division error discovered in March 19 5 a. 

Chicag0 0fflM 10 •? SftSfe. 

•» 2 • 



i 






r 



t 




, Memorandum to Mr© Rosen 




Copy 29 



aale CMca 



l in his supervision of this esse* did not specifically 
to endeavor to have court record cleared • with reference to 
criminal record© States he felt criminal record could not 



£ 



1 ■ I — v* * ow* va wuxu iivu 

oe entered as new evidence since trial court record became closed when 
^ <^ al i dgn4ed ‘ t herefore, Court of Appeals would confine itself 

I I ®hould have taken steps to go on record with USA 

r£co?d Deprtraent in an attea P t t0 *®e what could be doneabout clarifying the 



Handling of Memorandum Prepared June 24. 1955 

memorandum setting forth background and developments in 

ap ? eal * n case delayed because of unsatisfactory drafts 

also °t ho 5 reen > had conversed with writer© Writer 

also prepared unsatisfactory drafts causing more delay© 

RECOMMENDATIONS » 



^ _1) It is recommended that SA[ I Chlcaeo ni vision 

fo/Mf?^ CenS ^ ed i° V *** failure t® follow the New ark Off demand 
avv * j ilure to reduce to -writing his conferences with former AUSAl l 
a d ^se^he_Bureau thereof, and to confirm in writing hX adldceto 
^Xi U “cC= =l ’ ,h,tt he th> <* availability off^ 



b6 
hi C 
b7D 



Yes - Tolson - 6 / 25/55 
Yes • Hoover — 

I agree - J© A© S« - 6/25/55 
I agree - F© H© - 6/27/55 



2) It is recommended that SA 



rmer auoai I and to see that the 'Bureau was advi»«H 



. i — v **v wiuvi 1 

ana to see that the Bureau was advised thereof, 



Yes - itblson - 
.Yes— Hoover — 

I agree - J© A© S© - 6/25/55 
I agree - F« H® - 6/27/55 



s . u sssw.ts&e- 

promptly advise the Chicago Division of the criminal background of LaFitt 



Yes - Tolson - 
Yes — Hoover — 

I agree — J© A® S© — 6/25/55 
I agree - F© H® - 6/27/55 



b 6 
b7C 



- 3 - 




> 



Copy 29 

Memorandum to Mr« Rosen 

. (A* M*) 

4) It is recommended that ASAC Bryant ">f the Division 

be censured for his inproper supervision of this |taatter while he was 
at the Seat of Government * 



Yes - Tolson - 
Yes - Hoover «* 
I agree - Jo A 0 
I agree - F* Ho 



So - 6/25/55 
- 6/27/55 



5) It is recommended that Supervisor 
censured for his failure to follow through in c onnection 
supervision of this caseo 



Yes «» Tolson - 
Yes - Hoover — 
X agree - Jo Ao 
I agree— F* Ho 



So - 6/25/55 
- 6/27/55 



6) It is recommended that Supervisor Co Lo Green be censured 
fbr his part in the preparation of unsatisfactory drafts in connection 
with the memorandum of 6/24/55 from Minterrowd to you with respect t© 
this caseo Green is Criminal Informant Supervisor* He was not a 
substantive supervisor of thel lease* 



(Lo Vo Boardman) 
(Ao Rosen) 



Yes - Tolson — 

Yes — Hoover <• 

I agree ® J» A, S« - 6/25/55 
I agree - P, H, * 6/27/55 



. (Eo Ho) 

7/ It is .recommended that Winterrowd be strongly censured 
kl* failure to see to it that a proper memorandum was prepared 
at the out set -instead of the several unsatisfactory drafts which have 
occasioned delay 0 

Yes * also strong censure for Boardman and Rosen for their in- 
difference and apathy -in handling this matter* I have struggled with them 
for over a week trying to get facts* Tolson 

Yes — Hoover - 
I agree - Jo A* So - 6/25/55 
I agree - F* H* - 6/27/55 

and Inspection Division has been requeued by Mr* 
regulations with respect to the matter ©f confirming in 

dViCe °/ fished to USAs or their assistants* 

Already prepared* L* B* Done* Tolson 

H»r-SM ttT ,^ Karb ° j h0U ^f review entire case to see whether there are any further 
T derelictions * Boardman, Rosen and Winterrowd wont e^end enough 

energy to do it* Tolson I concur* Hoover - 4 - ^ enougn 




I 



Copy 29 



Memorandum to Mr* Rosen 
DETAILS; 



. . This memorandum is submitted to fix responsibility in connection 

StLn ela Le n c!^ d S n fM haSe ? + 0f J hi ® cas « and to recommend administrative 
Drocepdim?* f »,« his matter is the fact that the record in the appellate 

proc eedings In thin case is erroneous in t hat the record r eflects that former 
AUSA I .. . I stated under oath that { Gov*rn**nt vd +««««. 

Uo f* to " hal in ^icago, did not ha 
in fac t, there is such a record* This was stated at the tine of 
a aotxon for a new trial brought by the defense October 26, 1953* This was 
brought about by virtue of three things: 

T . error ' as committed in the Identification Division when a "non 

SSI" 6 ”'!?'— <**<**> °"ice and- to the U. S? SShtl to 

fingarprint8 who „al .£„,t*i" 

« « ^o^t) 1 |had b *' n tlw ^ oVriSTl'tolen gooda and acrved 

2) New .York, the office which was handling I aa a _ . - , 

St^k^Sf 5S?,* 0 L aervlcea thl ra in ^ 

M'a&laS ESS 0^i“ ^ 

I ^ T as ^i a S ?w l4 S e# « be S* 8 J n , P° 3S ession of a "non Ident" return on 

S? 1 * 

orlsZSSy S5SS S t ^hfl9»! l8nei on th, Lg^lnt. waa 



|» who cade 

le fingerprints was 



recommended on 3/5 /S^'^^letter^of^f'o^ of theQiifiagp Office having 

inforaant L Mothar caao irtLt ,??^"?^ 10 " f? r l U ° aarved aa an 

senses ^i^r 80 b , 

S £%£&? the attaafcad - 

a copy of hSd n0t 

the Chicago Office was advised tn ^ J and b ? letter dated April 2, 1954, 

record to th. Jsi «ak. Mown th. amiability of th. crlataal ’ 

and not confirmed to writing* * ™ done 4/29/54, but on an oral basis 

«• 5 ** 



i 






Copy 29 



Memorandum to Mr* Rosen 



With reference to the failure on the part of the New York Division 
to furnish backgrou nd Information and criminal activity on the part of the 
informant, I I there were no specific written instructions at the time 

that an- office supervising an informant furnish to the office to which the in- 
formant is going such data as description, background, past criminal activity, 
etc* When this matter came to light in March, 1954, _ and it w aa determined 
that Chicago was not aware of the criminal record of 1 accordingly, an 

SAC Letter (54-18, dated 4/6/54) was prepared instructing offices to furnish 
complete information Including up-to-date criminal records to other offices 
subsequently handling the informant* These instructions were also included in 
the Manual of Instructions and the Handbook* 

Handling of Matter in Chicago ■ Field Division 



. — As stated hereinbefore, Chicago was not furnished with criminal re- 

cord of | | until Bureau, by letter dated March 22, 1954, forwarded such 

record at time Identification Division error uncovered* 

SAC Hogtcttp r furnished his recommendations as to the handling of 
this phase of | | case in , Chicago on 1 the night of June 24, '1955* He 

jointed out that .it was learned by the Chicago Division that on November 3, 1953, 
Federal Judge Dames denied the motion for a new tr ial broug ht by the defendant, 
I I alleged, In part, in an affidavit that I gave conflicting 

testimony and that further, he had a criminal recorch JLn the motion the defense 
sought t o show newly discovered evidence which would impeach the credibility of 
L— = — -I By letter dated November 5, 1953, to the Bureau with copies to N«w 
York, Chicago submitted this Information together with statements thatl 
had told AUSAs handling the case prior to the trial that he had no cri minal re -, 
ana ^ t hat du rin g cou rse of the arguments in connection with the motion, 

.. ^ 8 1 } t J-= | denied under oath they had perpetrated a fraud on 

the court when the defense alleged the criminal record on the part of I 

Chicago then asked New York to determine whether a prlarinAi record brought out 



'■ w — — wuaautM. * 9 WA u UlvUXiUw UUv 

in a previous narcotics case and said to be that of was, in fact, the 

** I ^ h ° te3tified in the l l ease* New York was asked 

to verify the matter since it appeared that the informant committed errors either 
in the New -York testimony or .in his Chicago testimony* 

SAC Bostetter p ointed out that the case in Chicago was assigned to 

A S®™i 1 Had the full respo nsibility of following this 

matter and j»inted out that the letter f 1 prepared on November 5, 1953, 

y!!v n n$f!! Sp0nd f d J y . th ® f ew York Office until January 6, 1954, when the New 
York Off ice sent a teletype to the Chicago Office and the Bureau stating that 

L-rn- |vro . b f, in C 4 ca S° that da y a nd preferred discussing this discrepancy 

with representatives of the Chicago Office and AUSA Twho had assisted 7 

in the prosecution* 1 1 



- 6 - 






Copy 29 



Memorandum to Mr* Rosen 



SAC Hostetter stated that Agent did not .follow**© on this 

matter to get it resolved and that it was his full responsibility since he had 
this case assigned to him at -its inception© Accordingly* he recommended that 
. this per i o d* November 5, 1953* to January 6, 1954* was too long and that SA 
| should be censured for his failure to follow up* 

■ j, SAC Hostetter_pointed out in mitigation I did not know until 

t , nat' | | had, in fact* a criminal record although information 

furnished by the defense during action for tha_neK_hrial indicated a possible 
criminal record* He further pointed out that! had denied to Acentl 

that he had a criminal record* 1 

. . , . Furthermore, according to SAC Hostetter, the testimony was closed by 

e ending of the trial on 10/26/53* snd there would have been no opportunity 
-to introduce any additional evidence* 



Agent I 
did make kno wn fe 
available on l 
writing by Agent I 



| after receiving the Bureau letter of April 2, 1954, 

*1 Khe fact that there was a criminal record 

on April 29, 1954<- this advice was not confirmed in 



ad several conferences with former AUSA 



Lon* Aganj 


>1 


1 




made ‘known 



TneTircuit Court of Appeals in the latter part of 1954 and early part of 1955 
(Defense filed ^f ie £ October 29, 1954, and oral arguments were heard I/I7/55* 
the Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed the lower court judgment March IS, 1955). 



.. . ,£seut | I states that on several occasifiM sometime after 

and before January 17 , 1^ 955 j 7 _] criminal record was 
discu ssed with | ^was aware thatl I had, a criminal record* 

^ ent I 1 I an< * Agent there was no wav to 

Si S record to reflect thal | | had~a~criainal record since this 

information was not known until a fter conc lusion of trial* | | said that the 

defense had- an opportunity to ask | T if he had a criainalTecord when he 

was on the stand and they failed to do so and, therefore, *t would be foolish 

■ft O « < Slf *1 5 r i ng a f tter during the Appeal and furthermore, 
i ^«»T S >4 i, T ate v ia u and , had 150 far i ng on t he appeal* | j said that if a way 
existed whereby he could enter ] I criminal record in the records of the 

court, he would have done so* 

advised he had numerous conversations with I 

T , JanUar ^ 17. 1955. whenl Ion ofThSJ^- 1 

occasions mentioned a criadnal record of | f did not reduce 

of e their n fubstance!° Witing in * the Chica S° fil « 3 heretofore advice the Bureau 



L 






Memorandum to Hr* Rosen 



Copy 29 



Furthermore, SA 
Bureau of the results of ' 




did not reduce to wr 
ring with former AUS, 



r advise the 



S AC Hastett er states that he did not feel that there was error on 

the part of I I in not asking this a matter of written record at the time 

in view of the position taken by AUS A and in view of the fact that there 

*»re .numerous conferences* 1 

RECOMMENDATION OF SAC HOSTETTER 

* _ , ?*** Hostetter stated that he feels Agent | I should be censured 

r * or V i gorous l y following up the New York Office in getting the aatter of 
| criminal record resolved* He stated that Agent I I in 

SThS “1 in vi«x of th. fact that supervision 

case hj ad changed hands, is solely responsible* He points out that, in 
mitigation, the testimony had been. closed In the lower court by virtue of the 

f a r° r ^ ther ® was no -wy possible to correct the court re- 
cord* Mr, Hostetter did not recommend administrative action for SA McCormick* 

recommendation of investigative division 

^ ^commended that Agent | | be severely censured for his 

failure to follow up the New York Office and further, for hi a f ailure to reduce 
to writing his conferences with former AUSAs | "j and I Tandfor his 
^ ^ ^° adVl8e theBurea y of the v fews of[ |“TMle lS^Host«tt.r. 

! for Agent | ~ [ It isriHSSnended. that \ \b. c^lred 

«aw“f thSl^rt! WrlU,! « “» nonfaranew Kith fojar AUSAQin 

Handling of Matter in New York Field Division 



Informant ! l was developed originally by the New York Division 

by SA 5? Wo Fisher who was then assigned to the New * 

« h rJ presently assigned to the Washington Field Off j 
case* T froa to* pLXsxk Office to work on the I I 

XZd SthStwS 0 ?? T criminal activities ' was not f or- 

waraea at this time to the Chicago Division by the New York Office afthauf* 

g^d judgment would have dictated that such iJformaUon sSulf been ^Se ‘ 

formant 1 * (Thl^i* 80 ®° C0Uld cl03ely supervise all dealings with the in- 
formant* (This is now a Bureau regulation to furnish such information). 

Office and «, ^ he dorm ant was interviewed by representatives of the Chicago 
SSS* l_-J concerning his criminal background prior to the r^ 

true criifai^i^^Sf 11 c ®f? let « ^ reliable information concerning 

* nSl reaor f° After Chicago had reason to believe that the informamt 
did have a record, they communicated with the New York Division by letter dated 



- 8 - 






Memorandum to Mr* Rosen 



■9 



Novenfcer .5, 1953, requesting the New York Office to furnish information on the 
Informant's criminal background* SA Fisher was in contact with the informant in 
New York on Noveaber 25, 1953? on November 28, 1953? on Deceafoer 5, 1953; on 
December 16, 1953, and again on January 6, 1954® File in New York reflects 
discrepancy first discussed with LaFitte on January 6, 1954, when the informant 
advised Agent Fisher that he had discussed his criminal background with Agents 
* S Cag ° an< * wou ^ prefer to clear up any further questions when he returned 
to Chicago o Agent Fisher, thereupon, prepared a teletype dated January 6, 1954, 
to Chicago to this effect* ' 



A memorandum of explanation from Agent Fisher has been obtained* 
Agent Fisher states that it did not enter his mind that the Chicago Office was 
not aware of the criminal record of the informant :for three reasons: 



l) Chicag o Division possessed reports in a Selective Service case in 
subject which gave certain information concerning 



Lnal background. 



2 ) 



was at the time being h andled by SA John Harrington who was 

in New York and 
lx 



then in Chicago and who had worked with I 

‘ * ib 



was believed by Fisher to be familiar with the informant's entire background* 



-3) Agent Fisher states that he knew[ 
printed when arrested in Chicago in theP 

to tl 



_had been arrested' and finger- 

ui. , , — ■ — »• — "™i i case in April of 1953, and that 

his fingerprints had been, forwarded to the identification Division* (It shoulc 
e noted in this connection .Agent Harrington was censured as a result of the 



Tc 

vtl 



incident in March, 19 54* when the Chicago Office recommended coorsendation for 

Iwhen, in fact, there was information available in the office indicating 
al activity on th» nfl K ^ 



criminal activity on the part ofl 



RECOMEMDATION OF THE NEW YORK DIVISION 



b6 

b7C 

b7D 



. Jhe New York Mvision has analyzed Agent Fisher *s explanation and 
iSor^on i^.JE^thrtth.Chioago Office coeW have obtain* the 



v * „ L t i | was in Chicago and had been, contacted by that 

SSSfJ W53, and ainc. Chicago 



j , » * ^***^**3^* ana since unicajz© 

have been in a position to interview on and after January 7^ 



after receiving the New York teletype of January, 6, 1954, the New York Division 
administrative action against Agent Fisher* New York, Mwever, 
points out that it would appear under the circumstances that SA Willis Fisher 
did not attempt to cover this leadvas expeditiously as .possible* 

RECOMMENDATION OF 1 THE INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 



b 6 

b7C 

b7D 



th ? New York Div * aion has pointed out that there are certain 
mitigating circumstances concerning the handling. of this matter by Agent Fisher 
it is believed that Agent Fisher was clearly on notice that the informant had * 
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-Memorandum to .Mr* Rosen 

denied to Chicago that he had a criminal record and was clearly on notice that 
the Chicago Office wanted to get this matter resolved* Fisher was -in a position 
to do this* However, he assumed that Chicago had access to information in their 
files or could obtain information directly from the informant and, therefore, 
referred the Chicago Office back to the informant rather than directly responding 
to the communication* Fisher advised that. he knew the informant »s real criminal 
background* He could have resolved this matter and exercised bad judgment in 
not clearing up the matter by sending the desired information to Chicago 
-immediately* It -is, 'therefore, recommended "that Agent Fisher receive 'a letter of 
censure* 



Handling at -the Seat of Government 



Supervision of this case has been divided in the sense of time* ASAC 
A* M* Bryant, Miami Division, was the supervisor at the Bureau on this case 

until the middle of December 1 195*3* thereafter, supervisory responsibility has 

rested with Supervisor | _| 



RESPONSIBILITY OF A* M* BRYANT 



... , Chicago letter of U/5/53 and accompanying copies of the m otion .and 

affidavit which requested the New .York Office to verify whether had a 

criminal record was Initialed for the file by Mr* Bryant* He did not call to 
the attention of his superiors the problem raised lr this letter, but did ask 
/ww additional copies of the motion and affidavit be forwarded by the Chicago 
Office to the Bureau which he transmitted subsequently to the ^Department by 
memorandum dated 11/L9/53, merely referring to the motion for a new trial and 
that Judge Barnes had denied this motion* He did not follow up with either 
Chicago or New York* Bryant, In his explanation, recalls receipt of the Chicago 
letter but does not recall specifics in It other than Chicago initiated investi- 
gation to resolve discrepancies* He stated he recognized the necessity of ad- 
vising the Department but does not recall if he discussed the matter with his 
superiors* 



RgCOMlffiNDATION OF INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 

y Supervisor Bryant had over a month in which to follow this matter 

^November 6, 1954 to the middle of December when he left for Miami)* .There Is no 
indication in the file that he followed this matter and consequently It Is recom- 
mended that he be censured for his failure In this regard* 

A* A* STAFFELD 



bo 

b7C 

b7D 



.. v „ Sup ®*7* sor l I initialed the teletype of January 6, 1954, from 

the New York Office to the Chicago Office* He received this teletype approximately be 
three weeks after he replaced Supervisor Bryant and advised he was unfamiliar with b 7 c 
the Chicago letter of 11/5/53® Staff eld points out that New York teletype of 
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1/6/54 advised that| [had been interviewed in Chicago on 11/7/53, two days 

subsequent to the Chicago letter of 11/5/53* He stated that since no inquiries 
were received from Chicago subsequent to the interview of 11/7/53, it appeared 
that the natter had been resolved and that there was no reason to follow the 
New York teletype of 1/6/54# since the notion on ’the part of the defense had 
already been denied* 

This natter was not discussed' by Mr. I I with his superiors* 

Subsequent ’to this development in March, 1954 . when the fact was discovered that 
Chicago had not received a criminal record on \ prepared a letter 

dated April 2 $ 1954> directing the Chicago Office to advise appropriate personnel 
in the Office o f the U* S. Attorney of such a record. This was done April 29, 

~954o I |in his supervision of this case did not specifically ask Chicago 

to endeavor to have the record cleared by the insertion of| ^^criminal 
-record* He pointed out that L ;he USA would be precluded from entering any evidence 
in the trial court action since record became closed when judge denied motion 
o« r tri t 1 and furth ® r > aft er the defendant filed his appeal brief October 

29#^1954, copies of which were received at the Bureau, criminal record 

could -not be entered- as new evidence* He states the Circuit Court of Appeals 
confines itself to the re cord o f the trial court* While this is borne out bv 
statements of former AUSA | \ it would appear that I I should have taken 

steps to go on record^ with the U* S* Attorney and/or the Department in an attempt 
to see what could be done about clarifying the. record* ■ 

RECOMMENDATION 1 

„ , Ifc a PP® ars that, Supervisor | I did not aggressively follow this 

matter and accordingly, it is -recommended that he be censured. 



Handling of Memorandum prepared June 2i 



re this matter 



. ... , P 7 ® memorandum from the writer to you was prepared 6/2A /55 setting 

forth background and developments in connection with the appeal of I *"~l based 

'there was a criminal record and other background in- 
formation which the defense was restricted in bringing out by the curtailment 
of their cross-examination by the judge in the lower court* 

„ . .. Jhi®_ was the latest of several drafts of a memorandum concerning this. 

?f aft *1® done b y Supervisor C. L. Green, who conversed in de- 
Wit ^ r ° . Subsequently, the writer prepared two different drafts* 

? d t ? e ® xce P tion the June 24, 1955# draft were unsatis- 
vactory and not properly planned* This occasioned delay* 

RECOMMENDATION » 

E 

P „ ... . is r ® c onaiended that Supervisor C* L* Green and Nusber One Man 
E* H. winterrowd be censured for their failure to properly follow through and 
present a satisfactory draft without the delay which has been occasiS* 
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Memorandum 'to Mr<> Rosen 



Confirming Conferences with U a So Attorneys in .Waiting 

Mr« Boardman has requested the Training and- Inspection Division to 
look into this matter and to draft the necessary instructions for the field 
offices so that there will be < confirmation in writing of the results of con- 
ferences with USAs had by Agents « Heretofore* there have been no set regulations 
in this regard other than to require that when a USA renders -an opinion to a 
Special -Agent, this opinion -must be. confirmed in writing to the USA either -in 
report or letter form© 




! 




f 



November 29, 1955 
PERSOHAL AND U r mFimWIAL 



Q 



Ur* s * Bugo Winter rowd 
Federal Bureau of investigation 
Washington* D* Cm 



t 



Dear Ur* Winterrowdt 



Xt has come to the attention of the Bureau that, on 
a number of occasions in the recent past you failed to detect 
nonsubstantive errors in official correspondence reviewed 
and approved by you • Tn this connection it is necessary to 
emphasise the need for accuracy tn off total correspondence • 

Accordingly , the Bureau must ins tat that you 
increase your efforts to prevent errors of this nature tn 
Bureau nail* 




Tory truly yours, 

£« Edgar Hooves 



ToUon^ 
Bardots* 
NieboU** 
Belmooc *. 

Hwbo 

Mohr 
Partoos 
Rose* m 
T amm 
Sizoo 



fiatcrrowd „ 
Tele. Room 
Holloa* a 
Goody 



John Sdgar Bo over 
Di rector 
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^ O CP 

* 'Ajzdze. 



vd' 

BOHi klm v 
(*) \\jsr 

cc - Mr* Rosen (personal Attention) _ ^ 

Based on nemo A. Rosen to Mr . BoardrmQ. daiecl rh- 

-^ c 



s7-/y.- ' jpy 
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COMM- FBI 




^DEC 2 1955 

" XLKW CF MBISJECI 



cs 




STANDARD ROMM NOL 04 



Offi 

TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT 





UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



■> 



DATE: 11/22/55 




ERRORS IN CORRESPONDENCE 
INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 



I ktcrrowd ~~~ 
HoUooaa ^ 




J -This Is to advise that Number One Man E* H* 

Winterrowd has now been charged with ten errors in « S*5T 

correspondence reviewed by him in this Division. ,, t^w* \l“ /0 ~ 

it 

f -■ t 

‘ In line with established instructions that ’ 

consideration be given to administrative action in 
connection with failure to detect such errors, it is 
recommended that, a letter be directed to Winterrowd 
calling to his attention his failure tp detect the 
errors which have been scored against him. 




9? 

5 DEC? 1955 



I 






January 23, 1956 



Personal and 



Jfr • Sm Buga Winterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
fashing ton, 2># C, 



AiP» 

TpUoft 

Nichols ****** 
I&elmoot & ** * 

Harbo . ^ e v , 
Mohf _ ^ 
Parsons 
Rosen 

T*®® ^ - fruxs. 

Sizoo , ^r^T 
f ifltetrowd =. 
tele. Room - 






Bear Mr* Winterrowd s 

I have derived considerable 
satisfaction from the successful solution 
of the Brink 1 * Bobbery case and X an taking 
this opportunity to commend you for the 
valuable assistance you rendered * 

It ts apparent that your over -all 
supervision of this important natter at the 
Seat of Government proved instrumental in 
the favorable results achieved, I sincerely 
appreciate the interest , abtlity and devotion 
to duty you displayed in the handling of this 
complex case » 



67-146562 

( 4 ) 



Sincerely yours, 

■«/» K SMpVj* 

' ' 1 SI . s^" 7 • 

-i i „\*n J t- 



1 ’*/ m l ^ 

co - Mfi.Bosen {Personal Attention ); **7 g 



COMM m FBI 

013 1956 
^ TMAtfEQga^ 



* 



f: v 1‘ 



Based on memo from Mr « Bosen to Mr ^ikrSkan' dated 



1/13/56, ABtww, 

! 1/ ' V 



1 6|- ^ (o &y£ ~ 

""" ' ' S 

, - — \“2n ! 




1 ^ 

JAN 19 1956 

t 
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Office Mmoramutn • united stat^ government 



TO « MR. TOLSON 



from * J. P. MOHR 



subject: BUREAU INSPECTORS 



ToUoo 

DATBt February 3,195 6 




oU 
Belmont 
Harbo 
Mohr, 










Pmsocs 

Roseau 

Taoto'^ 

Sizoo 



f iaterrowd , 

r TeU.Rooa 

Hollomat^. 

G**Jy 



In connection with my memorandum of February 2, 1956, captioned 
the same as this memorandum and listing by grades Jftl.present Inspectors 
in the Bureau, the Director noted that Mr. E. Hugo w inter r owd's na me was 
not included in the memorandum as being an Inspector and inquired as to why 
Mr. Winterrowd was not an Inspector. h I 

/!/ £ £ A I 

My memorandum to you dated September 4, 1951 , recommended that 
Mr. Winterrowd be designated Number One Man of the Investigative Division 

I to replace Scott Alden. This recommendation -was approved by the Director. 

No recommendation was made that Mr. Winterrowd be designated as Inspector. 
His predecessor, Scott Alden, in addition to the title of Number One Man, also 
had the title Inspector. 

My memorandums you dated November 2, 1949, contained a 
recommendation that^Bernard C. Brown, who was then ASAC of the Atlanta 
Office, be transferred to the Training and Inspection Division for Seat of 
Government inspection assignments. In connection with this memorandum, 
which the Director approved, he noted, '3 assume Brown will come in as a 
Supervisor and not as an Inspector. I want no more such titles created except 
where work is field inspections. H. " 



In view of the fact that Winterrowd was designated. Number One Man 
after the Director's instructions, no attempt was made to designate him an 
Inspector. 

When Ivan W. Conrad was designated Number^One Man/of. the t \ 

Laboratory on January 30, .1955, he likewise was not g: veij^the .title olf^^e'ctor. ^ 



The only exception to this policy th&t I can recall was "tlmjdestonatipn 
ion Chief William C. Sullivan, Central Research) Section? as *ihspc c tor' 0 

-7. io*u / *1 t .-i, i 1 3i n M i* 



of Section 
on July 7, 1 954. 





Office Memorandum 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



ROM 



ecBjBcr 



Mr. Rose*>/ 



iF. L. Price 



I -W 

datbi January 20. 

\^t 



UNKNOWN SUBJECT; 

South ,u-, Vi u: i'll 

Ch.iJU j t ,:tl , .w v .1 i 

oee svi J .1 , s«- ” i>i“ Lina , 



* K 



-h, 12 '9/55 



&rt*<XW 



Persons 

Tnwf* 

Suoo 
W«>rf crowd 
Tet< /*«*« 
Holloma ^ 
G**k!) 



&ALU* 4 1 



" r i e, /y, vh' f> r - y * r ' 1 ' ul J i 

■’ SAC Lopez, avannah, -reported that Bureau air-tel of 
December 21, 1955, set out the text of an approved circular letter 
for use of the Savannah Division in circularizing banks in connection 
with the captioned case. Lopez said that the Bureau air-tel contained 
a typographical err^r wnich Lopez did not detect, and that he himself 
had had the circularization made in the absence of Agents actually 
handling the investigation. Lopez said that the circular letters as 
approved by him contained the error (failure to place a decimal point 
in description of currency so that denominations appeared to be $100 
rather than $1.00), out that he thereafter had caught the error and 
corrected it by a sir sequent mailing. 

The Bureau's air-tel was in response to Savannah air-tel 
of December 15, 19 r S submitting the text of a proposed circular 
letter for Bureau approval. The proposed letter, however, was 
unacceptable and required complete revision at the Bureau by 
Supervisor Yancy M. /^Willoughby of the Bank R obbery Desk. He dictated 
the approved circulhV letter to Stenographer I 1 who states 

that her notes reflect the phrase "new $1.00 bills," which she 
erroneously typed as "new $100 bills." Supervisor Willoughby states . b6 

that he correctly dictated the approved letter to Stenographer | | b7c 

but failed to note the error upon reviewing the air-tel for trans- 
mission. It is noted in this regard that the error was not apparent 
from a readtog of the text of the approved letter but could have been 
detected from a comparison of the currency described by the Savannah 
Division in its air-tel of December 15, 1955, and that described in 
the approved circular letter. The air-tel was subsequently approved 
by reviewing officials at the Bureau and forwarded to the field without , > 
detection of the omitted decimal. - ^ yy U. / " 



1. Sterfbferapher 
Phrase "new $100 &£l£s" al‘ 



is Tor the, error in this matter 



I, who erroneously typed the 
r notes reflected "new $1.00 bills," 
or in this matter. if' is"" 



ccs 1 - Mr. Nichols 

rnciosurea ( 2 ) 
FT.pjsanvepm 






1 • 
'i v ■ 



. ,-v 
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Memorandum for Mr. Rosen 



11188 i I 1 ® a Sood stenographer who has successfully 

so^are nif r f? of wopk * n ve ry good fashion. Errors of this 

thlt 1 , at a1 ^ representative of her work. Instead, it is noted 
™o^?L F f ida V V0 ? ing » January 6, 1956, she volunteered to work 
al t0 prepare a memorandum requested by the Director 

s a result of his conference with the Attorney General on civil 



, . % Abbuiuoy ucaerai on civil 

fi5i?5 s ^??-J 0rs# The director hsu requested infornation concerning 
three missing person aatt«r« **-- - - • ■ * 

Judge 



rnmaly , those involving 



ln . addition to volunteering to work 0 ^^^^ [d^ 1 

on 1 thir^?f t0 W 2J k ?S Saturda y and did work from 10 a.m. lo 6:30 p.m. 
flatter and other expedite matters. It Is further noted that 
ws commended by letter from the Director October 23, 1953, 

I 4se of .her hanaling of a large volume of work relative to the 

overtime — mF? !** 1 *** 1 F co $ uie ^ tio ? witb which she voluntarily worked 
S^CT? 0, lliss| received a letter of commendation on l/n/56 

for her valuable services in the Brink's case. Miss H lunderstands 

lresDonsibl| n ?ov ?M her epror .J n tb is instance. Since 1 she is directly d 
IcenfSred 1 f this error » therefore, It is recommended that she be 

— * /IU. 




J iY^r 



/ 



Supervisor Yancy M. Willoughby was responsible for 
the preparation of the approved circular letter, and although he 
dictated the letter to Stenographer I -1 I he failed to 
hv^Jbi ra e t- e ££°£ I* 1 the , transcribed letter. 1 afa Impressed, however, 

that^in^firfSS 1 Su P erv J s ° r Willoughby Is able to make the statement 
that in fifteen years of Bureau service this is the first time he 

his work be i n thil5k d thi< ? S ? bai J t ?«' writt ? n explanation In connect! <n with 
reliabilitv 1 „ timony , to **• Willoughby's accuracy and 

?!««♦*£• Sf* ? r * * ni ?V ghby has received four letters of commendation 

Sesk SEcS £££? ?o« U ^ Xeell ? nt su P erv ision on the Bank Robbery 
?Arv^^^c C ^« AUgUst, «^^ , . tbe Qost receiit being for his valuable 
1 In t}£ ij£ °°™ ecti °? ?i th flne ove r-all results being obtained 
! of thfl ^?f Dery fi » ld and for his contribution to the solution 
! °a S& 4 ? e nevertheless should have detected the 

i bhe decimal point which the stenographer failed to type 

i Ke^tM be C censarea? iCtatea ^ “ terial - U * S 



bS 

b7C 



b6 

b7C 



A 4 '*" 
— 1 

4** 
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Memorandum for Mr. Rosen 



<?*«* r U [ 3 recommended that the reviewing officials at the 
Seat of Government who initialed and approved the outtoJng communication 
have an error scored against them, In the Investitive DiSalSS. Irrlrs 
have been scored against 0# P^kMy© rs f Supervisor in chaive of th« 

U S%A s ®f.r Number One Man of the Criminal 



Dwit*™ n ? H «7^interrowd^ Nuaber One Man of the Investigative 
Shl^niH*,’^ ©rror should also be scored against Mr. <*. fiXscatterdav, 
t cnd a PP roved **e co -«unJ cation for Mr. Board nan. Further 

been fo rnd n com^efcfw nded ^ Tfi " lettor proposed by Savannah has 

^ 17 unsatisfactory and was entirely revised and 

accurate iu r ^f ls * d ' the leUer eepeared complete and 

™ 2 n - tf? fac ?' «« d the aiacrcrwney could have been detected only 
y s careful comparison with the incoming material, "h’dh actually 
no longer .comparable because of revision at the Burfau. 









V. J J0j^niptiim_J££5 also initialed at the nureau by 

L* # # J^McGuir© for **r* but It Is reco irxendeO that no error 

«eef^ 0r ^ d I'*st him sinie one communication was routed to Hr?1 drr0r 
office for his oration concerning the issuance of a circula r letter 
^flnfw r 0 ™ 1 ° f ^ r „,.er,t 5 hereof. No 2 5 

. i *\ vi !> wh0 Initialed this corresponder.ee in the 

text ftf R ° om * Inasmuch) ns the Reading Room is not required to read the 
text of communications to the field. w 

I / \ f 1 " 



f°P ez » whose office proposed the circular letter 
admittedly failed to note the discrepancy in the description of the 
currency even though it varied from the description in the letter as 
Sr^ r S 6d ? y h? 0 s ® v fnnah Division. He has .advised that he himself 
har. the circular letter prepared, approved the stencil and had the 
circular letters mailed in the absence of the Agents handlin’ the in- 
2* ** ;®SO«»®? ed - before, thal SAC Lonezbe cere^ed. 

Division” 1S rHCO nri10nded **6 al nst other personnel In the Savannah 










PERMANENT BRIEFS OF THE PERSONNEL 



l- A WILLOUGHBY ART GTE '■ 
ARE ATTACHED 



, \ TP HER 



r 1 






: MR. L. V. 'BOARDMAN 

: A. ROSEN 



• ft 



COPY 150 
DATE: 1/13/56 



SUBJECT: ROBINK 

This is submitted to recommend commendatory letters 
to be directed to lE. H. Wi nterrowd l Section Chief P. L. Price., 
and Supervisors R. L\~"Bri^geman‘ and 0. F. Myers .for the 
excellent work -they performed here at the Seat of Government 
in connection with this case . These men devoted long hours 
and, which is more than that, exhibited an intense interest 
in carrying out their share of the Bureau’s responsibilities. 

Other personnel of the Criminal Section of this 
Division devoted considerable time in assisting in the 
preparation of summaries in this case. It is believed 
that the letter of commendation to Section Chief .Price 
should refer to the excellent work of personnel in that 
Section and copies of this letter should In turn be 
designated for the personnel files of the following named 
Supervisors: F. L. Price, M. T. Cummings, H. A. -Fltzgibbon, 

R. J. Gallagher, R. E. Gebhardt, C. L. Green, I I 

0. J. Keep, | J J. c. Stokes, Y. M. Willoughby. 



It is also recommended that two ste nographers 
assigned to the Cri minal Section, namely, Miss| | 

and Miss | | also be considered for commendation inasmuch 

as they exhibited their loyalty to the .Bureau by volunteering 
their services for a considerable number of extra hours. 



OK TOLSON 



-Letters of commendation. 1/13/56 lrh 
cc - Administrative Division 
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February IS, 1956 



psbsomal Aim 



Mr, E, Hugo Winterrowd 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington , B, C, 



Bear Mr, Winterrowdt 

It has been determined by the Bureau that you 
reviewed and approved a memorandum to the Department dated 
December 2d, 1D55, in connection with the Bank Bobbery case 

involving | I and others , and although it 

should have Men apparent to you at that tine that complete 
details .should have been obtained from the field concerning 
the actions of Bureau Agents in Canada you neglected to take 
the necessary steps to procure such information. As a result 
it was necessary to secure these facts when a later communi- 
cation ms being prepared for transmittal to the Department, 

It wtll be incumbent upon you to give more careful 
consideration to your handling of responsibilities of this 
nature in the future so that similar shortcomings may !be £ 
avoided, ^ 



MAILED “a 

FEB 1 5 1956 

COMM -FBI 



Very truly yours , 

J. Edgar fioovai* 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 
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* * 



. I r uO x 0 iaoo I ? '' 

cc - Mr, Bosen (Personal Attention ) n'T" \U(p c23$ 

: W on nemo from Mr. A. Bosen to 



2/6/56 , AR:LSp 
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PMSOllAL A 



Ur . E. x Hugo Mntarrowd 
federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington , B* C. 



Nicho 1 * 
*0<?Hc-r>f .. 

Mohr 
Parlors 
'%<&cn ^ 

~*mk *i* 

S&OO 

T|nccrfow4 , 
Tete, Room 
HoilOma* 



Bear Ur* Winterrowdt 

Bn February £9, 1956, you furnished telephonic 
instructions to the Special Agent in Charge of the 
Birmingham Bivision regarding t he Civil flights natter 
relating to T | victim* The instructions 

you qave the Special Agent Tit Charge on Mis occasion were 
not 'sufficiently clear wtih respect to his immedtatg, lVp^ 
notifying the Bureau of any information concerning £ de- 
cision by the court in certatn littgation pending ate that 
tine.. As a result the Bureau ms not promptly of 

the c ourt f s ruling • a » — 

iT. W > x; 

You handled this matter very poorly aiid^Jft&re* 
appears to have been no adequate excuse .for your^fatlun^ 
to issue explicit instructions to the Special Agpnt m £%arge. 
Consequently, you will be expected in the future^to &mrn- 
strate greater thoroughness and attention to detail in carrying 
out your responsibilities so that yo u si 22 ^ not^j^ain be ^,^^.. ^ ^ 
-chargeable with such a dereliction • j j i 

5 m Very irul(y yours/ ,, i 

J $ V * K8ar ^ . . 

• 4>t'\P fhOvi. / -• :M* si . ^ f .U 

fXCTbahU^ 

(4) •'j' . ' ./ !{’ < . 

cc - Mr. Rosen (Berso'hdi- Attention) \3 £• ' 

j 1 * *■ 

5 as<rd on *«ov&e» floardnan to the Director- ’dated 
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Office Memorandum • 



MR. L. T. BOARDMAN 



l /' 4+1- <* < 



r/u/ 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



DATS i 



2/8/56 



noM * A. ROSEN 



^ LLM. )d±k 



y. 



WAS) 

>S 







Sixoe 

Viacerrowd ; 
Ttl«, loom 



exchange Bank Company. 

Canal Fulton, Ohio, 5/7/51+ 

BAKE ROBBERY 

INTERNATIONAL EXTRADITION MATTER 






G—dj J 



, j? Reference is made to memorandum from |^< 

^piratrativ 0 Assistant Attorney General, concerning the 

expen se of $25^.80 for the extradition from Canada 
►r Subject | | in the above -entitled matter. 



fl . - Director has Inquired as to w hether Spec ial Agent 

?• ^f-eszek contacted Crown Attorneyl ^"Tand also 

reportedly stated under oath that the 
United States would be responsible for the extradition costs 
or me subject. 

5 The facts are as follows* 

A« Agent Blaszek did talk to the Crown Attorney 
concerning ipr ovi s ional warrants and we have heretofore advised 
Olney of this fact in the following language as reflected in 
the memorandum dated 1/26/56. It is as follows* 

. . **Mith regard to the statement that ^subsequent 

to the_ issuance of Federal Warrants of Arrest in this 
case, Special Agent Blaszek contacted Mr. I I 

as the Crown Attorney at Hamilton, Ontario, Canada, 
comeeming*. the issuance of provisional warrants of arrest 
*!£ ,*? **3 developed t hat in this connection ; 

Special Agent Blaszek contacted I ~1 at I 1 * 

request on December 5, 1955, at whiqh time a general “L 

discussion of extradition was hadw» ' Toa-T 



'XtJt/c s by A 4 j Ot, t i/i J/ 



discussion of extradition was hadv 
' ' B. With reference to tne aue 



1 i 



mJ 1. ' B * yW 1 rererenc ® to the question ks ^0 whether 
ffl^zek^portedly stated under oath that thef United Stated 
y° uW , bt «y«*P? a aI*>le for thb extradition costs, this question 
has, also ^previously been ans<fered in a memorandum to NbcrOlBefot 
dated 12/28/55, wherein tl» BureaJu sti^d* ^ 

cc-Mr . Mason -4b 

Mr. Mohr •• *•, J S ' . , " .1 / 



abxls g ( 



’~4 ' y ^ 



\ < 





Memorandum for Mr. Boardman 



"Subsequent to the Issuance of Federal 
warrants of .a rrest :ln th is case, Special Agent Blaszek 
contacted Mr. I I as the Crown Attorney at 

Hamilton, Ontario, Canada, concerning the Issuance of 
provisional warrants of arrest and thereafter in open 
court at Hamilton, Ontario, when queried by County 
Judge P. L. McCombs, Special Agent Blaszek. confirmed 
that the United States Government was pre pared to oav 
for the ^tradi tion proceedings. While this statement 
was madein open court in answer to Judge McCombs* 
question, Special Agent Blaszek made no commitment as 
to the identity of the counsel to be retained by this 
Government." 



CONCLUSION 

1. I \ has raised two questions which have both 

been answered in memoranda to Mr. Olney. We had no correspondence 
with I I concerning this matter until he submitted the 

memorandum of reference. 

2. Although Agent Blaszek states that he at no time 

engaged| |to represent th& United States in these or 

any proceedings, he, nevertheless, has admitted that he 
testified, without authorization, on his own initiative.. It is 
devious that when he testified as a representative of the 
Federal Government and did so without authority, his actions 
could well be construed, in the light of all of the circumstances, 
to "the extent that he committed the United States Go vernm ent to 
payment of the extraditio n vhlcli amounted to »^i>4.00 . In this 
regard^ 'the "Stale DepartmehF’and the Department of Justice 
findicate that it is a proper expenditure; that they, of course, 
would pay for the extradition -in the event extradition is 
effected; however, the point raised is whether the Agent had 
authorit y to obligate the Department’s funds. I think that 
Blaszek was wrong in testifying as he did even . though he now 
fitflf.es that ms language was not such as to have specifically 



uxaszex 
states 
hired C 
was sue 
pay for 



iwn Attorney! 
as to in dicate 
.he extradition 



is clear that his testimon; 
.ted States Government woul 



RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. All of the facts in this case have heretofore been 
made available to Olney in our memorand a, dated 12 /28/55 and 
1/26/56. We have not corresponded with in this matter 




* > 






iV 





i 



Memorandum for Hr. .Boardman 



is injecting himself .into the 

I picture in the language - which he does, I see no need to answer 



Tat all. Now that 




AV V VMb W V44V W " ^ * m « ^ V W J ~ — — 

him, inasmuch as we have .fully advised Olney of the situation. 

^ *~"^2 ^ ^Our rule s^^i^r^gulat ions clearly set forth 
the procedure to be followed in extradition proceedings. The 
manual specifically indicates that all extradition prpflofldlnps- 
died through the United States Attorney in whose, 
prosecution is pending and the U. S. Attorney then 
urnishes the facts to the Attorney General and subsequently 



are 



the Department handles the matter through extradition proceedings 
under existing treaties. (Section X, Subsection L, Manual of 
Instructions.) 



3. Agent Blasze^s actions in testifying were_ 
improper.. He has heretofore been censured for his actions in 
tills case for as sist ing in maintaini ng survei llance with 
flanadian onTcars on the residen ce ol’ o ne of th e subjects in — . 

Canada^ He also, although he did no t partici pate in | I 

arrest, was available outside of the I I resldence ia a 

police car parked in front of I I resldence. Blaszek 

was invited .ins-Lde—hi. Canadian officers to witness any 

admissions of | | and to evaluate the significance of 

what might be found in the search as relating to the cases in 
which he was involved. (Bank robbery in Ohio.) He did not 
participate in the search. Obviously this action was highly 
improper and consequently he was censured and his services are 
not to be used in the future in conducting inquiries in Canada. 



. It is also recommended that he be censured for his 

I Improper action in testifying without authority. 






4-. I have also inquired into the handling of this 
matter by the Supervisors here at the Seat of Govern ment. On 

12 / 22 / 55 1 Department Attorneys ! | conferred 

with Special Agents X. Cl Stokes and A. B.xpddy concerning 
this matter. There were 'a^number of questions which subsequently 
arose which required checking specifically withthe offices in 



vi. 
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Memorandum for Mr# Boardman 

|ord#r to determine the full facts. This should not hare been 

matter^at th?%? UperY J SOrs should have inquired Into that# 
^pw?lsws^tok^ e anH C Sr q S ently » lt: is re commended that 
hSSdllnTo? 7 '* o.Muradforthelr lasd.qust. 

' 9 ■■ 



let- 



« ren.vi l jesss?, susses ss^s-s** 

Imif o^S^ h T/!?°* a i Md *• 

["!* 1 ** into the complete details of the actions of the 
not«5 r thfJ d * d J° °*? 8da 1“ connection with this setter. it i« 

ggtfi a--fagyiji “ sssrst^s * 






\A 



concex *ning this natter have been reiterated to the 
q.^ ®? per recommendation No. 5 of the attached. Instructing 

*^ d a11 other Radian border oflices to **** 
immediately Impress upon Agent personnel the absolute ne&bsslty 
of being more circumspect In conducting inquiries in CanSa, etc. 

fggt a rtflt As a matter of Information, it is to be noted that 
-aaiiaaa-J f t?&^**i* A° Squire whether I “M 



memorandum had been r a 
checking as Mr. J 
signature and she said 

.‘Sf .«* lEou*ht pus.ii.ly it My hi* 1 

„ the Bureau^ we was advised that the memorandum 
»?+!!! C f£ Y »f ^ th a t it vat not signed by anybody, fhe 

InitialJ^f^h » B ?? J ai ? aba gueJssa he really should hsy. 
initialed but that she was goiug to shew him a copy* ,£ 

> A jLui/LJ«¥\/«iaA -X* *i 



.ved by the Bureau. 



Svyr 

, .U. i fa-, 



; Vk 



L^st4-^v5Si 7*0 WV 



fcs i laL' 



(fft*?. 








In Reply, Please Rtf# to 

, IVoNo. 






FD-253 (11-22-54) 



UNITE!) STATES DEPARTMENT OP JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



WASHINGTON 25.D.C. 



Director 

Federal Bureau of investigation 
United States .Department o I Justice 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: 



For inclusion in the .fund to be paid to the designated ‘beneficiary of any Special Agent of 
the FBI vbo has previously contributed to this fund and- who dies from any cause except self-destruction 
vhlle employed, as a Special ‘Agent, I am forwarding herewith (by CHECK - HONEY' ORDER) the sum of $10, pay- 
able to the Assistant Director, Administrative 'Division, FBI, to be. included in said fund. Payment will 
be made for death by self-destruction.after the Agent' has been a-member of the .fund for a continuous period 1 
of two years. Ttis understood' and ‘agreed 'that : the sum tendered herewith, is a voluntary,; gratuitous contri- 
bution to said fund which I understand is 'to be 'administered in. the following manner. 



the Director of the FBI will appoint .a committee which shall consider -all matters pertaining to 
the acquisition, safe keeping and expending of -said -fund,, which committee will -recommend appropriate action 
to the Director in pertinent matters, the .Assistant Director of the Administrative Division of the FBI 
shall receive all contributions and account for same to the Director. Upon the death of any Special Agent 
who is a member of said fund the appointed committee will consider the case. and submit, a recommendation to 
the Director .as to its conclusions. .Appropriate instructions will then be issued to the.Asslstant Director 
of the Administrative Division, directing him to-pay to the designated beneficiary 'the sum of $10,000. The 
liability of the fund shall not under any circumstances exceed the amount of monies in the fund at the time 
any ll fhWhr <w<wr i thfl faiimrtiwt r * nn pn is designated as my beneficiary for FBI Agents 1 Insurance Fundib 

m. iJdmL 



Address. 






Relationship, 







The following person is designated as my beneficiary unwr the Chas. S. RossFund 1 providing $1500 

death benefit -to beneficiary of agents killed In the 'line of duty. / / , 

1 r /.✓ 

'Relationshi p Lav ■ D ate '■ 



Name. -M atin 

*dd« » Hot P. 
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Office NLetnorafidum united states government 



TO 



ntOM 



SUBJECT * 



MR. BOARDMAN 



E. 



0 

H. WINTERROWD 






DATBs 



2/29/56 



Toltos 

NkkoU 
Bctmooc 
Harbo ^ 
Mohr 



UHKNOWN SUBJECTS: 



Parsons 

Roses 

Sizoo M 



CIVIL RIGHTS 



]- VICTIM 



u/f 



Tiocerrowd . 
Tele. Room 
Holloma**. 
Gaady ««m*i 



rpjits ix* 



SAC, Dfif/jicL 

This memorandum is submitted pursuant toyyour request relative 
to my phone call at 6:15 PM (EST) to SAC Fults at Birmingham concerning £6 
advising the Bureau of up-to-date developments in the trial of this 
matter in Federal Court at Birmingham. 



The purpose of my call to SAC Fults. as was the purpose of my 
1 to SAC Lopez at S avannah (shortly thereafter in connection with 
the l I civil rights matter at Florence, South Carolina), 



cal! 



I I (JJLVJLJL JLJL&IAisd uautCi aw wvuwu va*v***M*/ 

was to insure tnat we would have teletypes in from both offices on the 
night of 2/29/56 so that the information therein could be incorporated 
in memoranda for the Director and the Department which would be ready 
first thing on the morning of 3/1/56. It was the objective of the 
Investigative Division to have these memoranda prepared on the night of 
2/29/56 so that they would be ready for transmittal the first thing on 
the morning of 3/1/56. 

I specifically told SAC Fults that unless something "earth- 
shaking M or "startling” took place in court it would not be necessary 
for him to call in, but that he should include the results of the day*s 
proceedings which were still going on at the time of the call (6:15 PM 
.Bureau time, 5*15 PM Birmingham time) in a- teletype for the above- 
I indicated purpose. I did not ‘ specif ically tell Fults to call in If the 
| judge rendered a decision. I did, however , tell Fults to keep ’up the 
good work in keeping the Bureau advised as he had been doin g ear lier 
during the day of 2/29/56. , — d-3H‘ 



I realize I should have be^n specif lc“±n" advising Fults,.tq 



1 67— /iMo 
jiflc“ih advl 



call in In the event a decision vras^rendere'd/^ 'inasmuch as^SAC Fults 
has stated the he construed my Ifurtructionsl to mean that aeteletype 
. summary would suffice and a phcjpe call would not be necessary "in the 
absence of a riot, racial demonstration or similar circumqtanges," it 
appears that I should have definitely told him toitelephone If J a decision 
was handed down. * I fully intended that he should -^telephone when.1 — J 
referred to "eaith-shaking" or "startling" development's. Tt should be 
noted that Fults had called In twice earlier during the day on develop- 
ments of the proceedings, including the denial of motions made by the 
defendants and an admission by the Lucy woman that she was fearful of 
her safety. 

^iM:atfo|Cr n $^6 
(4) J 







March S3, 2950 



Mr* £* Hugo Winter rowd 
3107 # Street, Southeast 
Washington, D* Q* 



Dear Mr* Winterrowdt 

1 am glad to learn you are feeling 
much better today and fust vented to let you 
know that 1 hope your convalescence still 
continue so favorably * J trust you still no-fa 
try to return to the office until you have & 
completely recovered • yi <■ <-^ 



Sincerely 



V* Edgar Hoover 



-n ° — - 

x rO 
C o > TO 

,9 & 

i— ♦ * -a 



cc: #r. Posen fPd&ffJ \ 

RKW/obd ^ * 

(5 > r^y 

(y ri Mr* Winterrowd has been absent this week 
due to a cold which settled in his chest* He called 
this morning and advised he will finish taking the 
medication prescribed by his physician today , and < 
will probably be in Monday, He stated he feels , •» 
quite weak} r aw .-i ivr/t ?u. . * ». ,, 



Address obtained from Information, 



.MAimissa 

MAILED 26 
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Office -Mi zmorandum • united statesugoyernment 



THE DIRECTOR 



>x6m * L* V* Boardaan 



tCBJBCT: 



DATS: 



March 1 , 1956 



WV 




Victim, 



/G*5E2S 

\T»anw« 

Sizoo 
liotcrrowa 
Trie- Room 



/? Sizoo, . — 

// liocerrowd -— 

W > -SS&57C 



*. H‘U tnUFpjuJd ftr ^ 

I wish to summarise below events which in my opinion resulted 
Wn tfte improper handling of earlier instructions which I issued rela- 
tive to insuring that the Bureau would be telephonic ally advised of 
the results of the court proceedings at Birmingham , Alabama &n 
*2/29/56 in tnstant matter * , K , v. AA- . ^ ^ 

SAC* 0* (V/ ci, w$U~vl Is (Trf» 

While in conference with Messrs* Nichols and Rosen on the 
morning of 2/29/56, I instructed Mr* Winterrowd by dictograph to 
immediately oontaot SAC Fults, Birmingham, and arrange for him to 
have immediate knowledge of the proceedings in §he V* s* District 
Court, Birmingham, relative to the trial in instant matter, in order 
that the Bureau could be kept telephonically advised of developments 
and decisions reached during the course of this trial* Mr* 

Winterrowd stated he would immediately handle same* 

I subsequently checked with Winterrowd, who advised he had 
contacted- Fults and the necessary arrangements had been perfected • 

I also subsequently telephoned -Mr* Rosen, around noon, to inquire 
whether -any word had been received' from Fults* During the course 
of the day two short notes were sent to you reflecting informa- 
tion received relative to current dev el opments-J n this, trial* yx ^ ’"'L-' 

f. 37 - -jy If 

Upon receipt of information Ijbat a w}reservtoe~hews~'felease I 
timed 6z58 p*m*; 2/29/56, had been Received, reflecting that- the -judge 

I had rendered a dectsion, I endewfered at 7:15 ^p*m* >tol (check with 
Messrs* Rosen, Winterrowd and JRpXce, who were not in their off toes, 
and finally with Mr* Morgan/0ne night duty agent, to determine 
whether any call had been received from SAC \Fults IqphCier^ing.^wHich 
I had not been advised* The night man had neoetped.no^ information, . 

so I telephonically, at 7:20 p*m*, , con too ted*,SAC*JFults, -called ■ 
his attention to the news release, and askedMm why the Bureau had 
net been telephonically advised;* SAC Fults stated he had received 

I a“Helephone call from Mr* Winterrowd at .5:15 p*m», CST (6:15 p-n* EST), 
at whicht time Winterrowd had advised him- the Bureau wanted a summary, 
in tffjtype form.* sent in during the evening, bringing up to date 
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3* 
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Director 



I the results of all proceedings , and that unless something "earth 
shaking" developed, it would not be necessary to telephone the 
Bureau • 

J told SAG Fults that, obviously , the primary reason for 
the Bureau*s instructions re coverage on this matter was to 
ascertain the Judicial decision and be telephonic ally apprised of 
.same, in view of the extreme importance of this matter • I asked 
Fults whether Winterrowd had instructed that he not bother to call 

I ; in the event the Judge made a ruling in the case, and SAG Fults 
stated no, but that he had so interpreted Winterrowd's remarks, 
and that the "earth shaking" comment meant that in the absence of 
racial demonstrations or comparable developments OLephonio 
communication was not necessary • 

J thereafter reached Hr, Vtnterrowd at his home and 
questioned him about this matter • Winterrowd acknowledged having 

I told Fults that it would not be necessary to call in the absence 
of "some earth shaking development," I asked Winterrowd "whether 
he had considered it unnecessary for Fults to telephone in the 
event the Judge handed down a decision • Winterrowd stated he 
certainly intended that Fults should call in such an event, 
but that he, Winterrowd, appar ently had not made himself clear 
in his instructions to Fults, I told Mr, Winterrowd that it 

1 would obviously appear he had given instructions that were not 
at all clear, I also reminded Winterrowd that he had not apprised 
me that he had made such a telephone call • ’ I instructed Mr, 
Winterrowd to submit a memorandum, which is attached SMc* 

} Also attache^?s i a^elety^ summary from Birmingham, dated 
\7:41 p*m,,, S/29/56, which contains Fults * explanation for not having 
telephoned the Bureau along the lines above- indicated. 

Immediately after reaching Winterrowd at home and requesting 
an explanation, I also reached Mr, Bosen at home, apprised him of 
these developments, and indicated to Mr, Bosen that I felt this 
matter had been badly handled in hts division • I informed Mr, 

Bosen that I had requested explanation of Mr, Winterrowd, 

It should have been apparent to Fults, in view of the 
instructions received earlier in the day and the fact that he had 
advtsed the Bureau telephonic ally of developments on two prior 
occasions, that he should certainly advise the Bureau of the 
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Director 



judicial deciston , Except for the 6:15 p*m* telephone call from 
Vinterrowd , which obviously , because of its lack of clarity, 
confused SAG Fults, I would have recommended severe censure for 
Fults * Under the ctrcunstances,, I do not feel justified in 
recommending censure as to Fults • I do feel , however, that 
Ur* Winterrowd handled this natter very poorly and I recommend 
that he be censured for having failed to give clear instructions 
to SAC Fults* 



.jtf 
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Office Memmtndum • 
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DATE: 
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E. D. MASON 

o 

E. HUGO WINTERROWD 

NUMBER ONE MAN, INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 
GS-16, .NONVETERAN, NOT ON PROBATION 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION 



Tolsoft w 
NicWs 
fBoardtoiAa 



rarsSns «... 
Rosea — 

Tamm 

Nease 
Viacerrowd * 
Tele. Room 
Holloman — 
Gaaty 



I: BACKGROUND (/ 

Mr. C . ,L. .McGowan, Supervisor^in Charge, Civil Rights 
Unit, Investigative Division, prepared a write-up on the 



EMMETT TILL case for inclusion in 
McGowan did not include any facts 
limited investigation relating to 



m the 
murder. 



'ha rles 



Miss issipp 



in a brief for the Director f s use • 
ts concerning the allegation end 
to whether alleged witnesses 
j /tad been illegally detained 
Jail during the trial in the Till 



, On>. 8/ 28/56. the Director and Mr. Nichols met for "two 
hours with J/rs.| land six others from the National Council 

of Negro Women. ~Tf tte director h ad been furnished t he facts 
concerning FBI inquiry 'relating to I "... I he would 

not have peen so grossly embarrassed ~. TKe Brief "stated no 
investigation was conducted by the FBI in the Till case. 



Mrs. | \ stated that | 1 

in the Till case and that a newspaper reporter name a \_ 
(Afro-American) had published an open letter alleging: 



were witnesses 



I were witnesses to the Till slaying . 
Both had been illegally jailed (during the trial of 
Milam and Bryant for the Till murder) at Charleston, 

Mississ ippi • 

Colored trusty at the jail could proyo| \had been 

incarcerated during the trial • be 



1 $PJtld now be reached thr ough _a . 
Chicago news pap fr 1 . r— ,.// W ^ ^ 



cnicago newspapfv. r~~ ~ ~ t / /—/ * 

5. Other leads wen ^suggested. S 7-— /jr 



The Attorney GeneqpTl had earlier^ advised | | the 

TBI had conducted investigation into theX \6aspe6t Of the 

Till case • (Brief sent to the Director sa xano FBI in be sti gat ion tn 
the Till case . ) ' i , 1 



y 
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Memorandum, to Hr* Tolson 



3/2/56 



The Director later asked for an explanation from the 
Investigative Division as to why the brief was not complete . 

Memorandum from -F. L. Price to Hr. Posen 2/29/56 , character - 

I ised the | Inspect as a " rumor " and described the limited D e 

FBI inves^ Tg^TM osjuisjer ning it. Memorandum Price to Rosen 3/1/56 hie 
stated the I I matter "did not concern in any way a 

violation of the rights of Emmett Till ." Memorandum stated a 
separate file had been opened . The Director observed: there would 
obviously be a Civil Rights violation if a law enforcement officer 
suppressed evidence in the Till case. -Director further commented 
the alibi advanced by the Jnvestigative Division was insulting to 
the Director's intelligence. Training and Inspection Division was 
■ ordered to fix responsibility. 

II. FINDING 

A. The I I matter was not a "rumor" as characterised 

I by the Investigative Division in its memorandum 3/1/56 — it was a 
series ofj^legations issued publicly in an open i etter to tfr e 
Attorney General and the Director by newspaperman ] | and 

appeared in the Baltimore "Afro-American," 11/19/55. 



,B. Allegations relating to the \ 
not included in the brief for the Director's use. 
should have been included. 



matter were 
These facts 



C. The I aspects a>ere an_ assent faJ part.o/* th e 

Till case andpaTTure to Include this mterial in the Till case 

put the Director in an embarrassing situation when he met -Mrs. \ 

and her associates 2/28/56. 

D. Jfeworandupt from Price to Rpjien 3/l/56 did not take 

the overfall Qtcture and it erroneously stated the 
aspects did not concern the rights of Emmett Till. 

Such a, technicality is misl^oding. 

E. Even after Mr. Nic hols 2/29/56 po inted out to Messrs. 

Boardman and Rosen that the , I \ matter was not separate 

from the Till case the 3/l/od memorandum from Mr. Price to j 

Mr. Rosen still tried to convince tfte director that it was separate, 
This is a reflection on the judgment of~ those who approved the 
3/l/56 memorandum . 

F. The investigation into tAe I ~l aspects cons is ted 

primarily of an interview with | | who was a Special 

Prosecutor in the Till case and revTew 0 / newspaper clippings . The 
question of how much investijqqt£on to conduct is now in the hands 
of the Department of justice. 
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III* RESPONSIBILITY AND EXPLANATION 

/Mr. E , HUGO WINTERROWD, GS-16, #1 MAN, INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 

A* .Winterrowd is responsible for supervising 'the Civil 
l-Big'ftts Unit of the Criminal Section through Section 
| Chief Price, It is his duty to assure that briefs and 
memoranda coming out of the Criminal Section and 
approved by him are complete and accurate. 



B, | Approved memo 3/1/ 56 (Price to Ro sen) erroneously 
I characterising the I ~| matter as "rumor," 



C, Did not detect omission of „ 

brief although he knew about tne[ 



1 matte r from 

J situation* 



It was his duty to assure this material was included* 



D. I Did not see to it that 



situation was 



included with Till case wrT7e = up prepared for Director* 



E* Approved memo 3/1/56 containi ng a faulty eva luation 
of technicality as to whether j ~| matter 

violated rights of Emmett Till* 



7 . 



As. Jate as 3/1 /56 tried to convince the Director that 
[ matter was separate from the Till case* 



He explains: 

He now realises that the I I matter was 

directly related to TUI case'; should have been 
included in the Till brief and failure to do so 
should have been acknowledged in memorandum of 3/1/56; 
\regrets his failure to do so* 



IV* REC OMMENDATIONS ; 

Mr, E. HUGO WINTERROWD, GS-16, NON -VETERAN, NOT ON PROBATION 
A, Censure and probation * 

i 



t 



(Recommendations continued on next page) 
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March 8 , 1956 

PERSONAL AMD 



Ur* S* Hugo J Hnterrowd 
federal Bureau of Investigation 
Vashington , J>» C* 




Bear Ur* Winterrowdt 

, ! 

The Bureau hae carefully considered the facte 
relating to the inefficient functioning of your subordinates 
in the Civil Btghts Unit of the Criminal Section -of the 
Investigative Division * This unit prepared a brief regarding 
certain Civil Btghts matters and thts brief omitted facts 
concerning an allegation and investigation intg t he allegation 
that witnesses I Iftacl been 

illegally detainea tft tne L'hWlHtori, iTTssTWsTppi, Jatl during 
the trial in the Till murder * Tou should have detect 4$ the 
omission of this matter from the brief inaemuch as you~kneio 
about the | ~| situation* furthermore, you approved* 

a memorandum dated March 1, 1956, which erroneously char-’ , 
acterised the Collins-Logan matter as t! rumor" and contained*'* 
faulty evaluation as to whether the I batter ; ^ ’■ 

violated the rights of Burnett Till „ n , - ' ~ ; r r " 

ji 1 ^,-^ * * IT* C* y 4 .w**. ± W f s * 

As Number One M*ii Of the Investigative tfivi&omo ; 
it is your responsibility to tnsure tharbt&fSyandjt&orandd 
coming out of the Criminal Section and approved 
complete and accurate * In view of your failure toijSPoj&rTlt 
discharge thts responsibility , as reflected above, \ tgjS i itrsr> 
being p igged oil prob ation; Hereafter, you util be *tpef*<??£ to 
insure that you and your subordinates carry out yout, as@gy& „ 

ftsces- 



meats more effectively so that there will be no furthe 
sity to communicate wtth you in this regard* , / 

Very truly yours, 

' w *°°i 

l* 7 

_• ... *im * f Ub A 

VST 



Tolsoo 
Boardman 
Kicfcols^ 
Bejmopt ^ 
HarV>**— 
Mohr ulr 
Psttbns^ 
Rosea ^ 
Tam 
Sizoo „ 



DCM&mr 



CC: 




Tiotcrrowd 

TeU.Rootow^i 

Hollomaa^JS 

’ C^ody mwwmAS 
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Based on memo Mason 
to Mr, Tolson 3/2/56 
EDM:DMQ&gsr 



, ( 7 ) 

Leave % 

Movement 

Personnel Actions Un*^^^ sugar H 

> * 1 '' Director 

Mr * Rosen ( Personal Attention) 

UM: The work performance of this employee should be closely 

nexi 2# & a M s an( i a t the expiration of that, time 
vi*l£ performance rating report should be submitted together 
(^recommendation as to his removal from probation • 
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Memorandum • united states government 

* A 


TO i 


MR. BOARDMAN 


Tolsoa I,,, ■ 

»«*■ March 13, 1956 52*13= 

Belmont , / 


FROM t 


A. ROSE!^_ 




SUBJECT: 


ERRORS CHARGEABLE AS 


t Viftterr6w4 — 

TeU.R^om^ 




APPROVING OFFICIALS 


Holtomaa 






^yuis is to record the fact that Number One 
Man E. -H. . .Winter rowd' has charged against him ten 
errors as an approving official. 



Mr.. Winterrowd handles a, large amount of 

mail* emanating from the Criminal and Accounting and 

Fraud Sections. However, while he does have a heavy ■ 

volume of mail and -is striving at all times to 

eliminate land catch errors in this Division, nevertheless 

it is felt a letter should be directed to him calling 

attention to the absolute necessity of eliminating 

errors. ^ 

, *■ 1 - 

, r 

1- if -s- = 

AR/rh 
( 2 ) 








Se t 

Ki. ;r ' 



! ■ i 










10 mar 19 

fL*-* -/ii, +*4 W 




